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EDITORIALS OF THE MONTH 











JAPAN IN CHINA 


BOUT A CENTURY AGO “WE?” IN- 
FLICTED our western civilization upon 
Japan. ‘We’ must have been good teachers and 
Japan a good pupil, for she is behaving in the most 
approved manner of European imperialism. 
Twenty years ago Japan, like Czaristic Russia, 
was our “gallant ally” in the World War for 
democracy; today, she is the leading fascist 
country in the East. As Italy did in Ethiopia, 
Japan is carrying on an undeclared war in China. 
The European powers permitted Mussolini to 
slaughter the helpless Abyssinians in Africa in the 
hope that that would keep him out of mischief in 
Europe. But Mussolini’s success in Africa made 
him a greater menace in Europe. Today world 
powers cannot be as indifferent to Japan’s bloody 
adventure as they were to Italy’s. Their imperial 
interests—business, property, profits—are injured. 
They may, therefore, take action to check Japan. 


Italy’s and Japan’s unofficial wars are ‘“‘ex- 
plained” by the need of an outlet for their surplus 
populations. One might think that that objective 
could be attained much better by agreement than 
by bloodshed. The insincerity of the surplus pop- 
ulation argument becomes apparent when one con- 
siders the governmental propaganda for increased 
births, for military purposes; and also that sub- 
stantial numbers are not being settled in conquered 
territory. Italy did not settle them in Ethiopia, 
and Japan did not settle them in North China. 
What Japan wants in China is not more room for 
her people but cheap raw material for her fac- 
tories. Japan, an excellent imitator of European 
industrialism and imperialism, has become the 
England of Asia, the great workshop in the East. 
She must buy her raw material from other coun- 
tries, manufacture them, and then dump the fin- 
ished products upon the world market. Like other 
industrial countries, Japan .wants her own raw 
material supplies so as to get the material more 
cheaply and compete more successfully. She is, 
therefore, seizing as much as she can of Chinese 
territory having raw material resources that 
she needs. What Japan is now doing is what her 
European educators have taught her by their own 
example. Her brigandage in China only shows 
that she has learned her lesson well. Yet Japan’s 
present situation is not a very happy one. Her 
financial condition is not strong, and her manpower 
is very small as compared with the immense popu- 
lation of China. If China can hold out long 
enough, Japan will become exhausted. 


WPA 


HE WPA AND THE relief:situations, both 

nationally, and in New York City, show again 
how necessary is pressure from organized labor 
and the organized unemployed if the government 
is not to yield to organized reaction. 


In the past year, there has been a marked re- 
duction both in WPA and in relief rol!s. Some of 
the 1,500,000 who are no longer on WPA left 
for jobs in private employ. But perhaps a third 
of them were victims of the late ‘‘reduction”’ wave. 
In New York City, the reductions were carried 
through with such drastic rapidity that now Colo- 
nel Somervell, WPA director, is on the lookout 
for 5,000 additional workers. The Workers’ 
Alliance in the city and nationally has protested 
vigorously. First it staged mass job hunts at the 
offices of the employing forces that led the fight 
for the. dismissals. The Alliance demonstrated 
dramatically that there were no jobs for those 
willing and able to work. Then there came the 
march of 2,500 delegates, representing hundreds 
of thousands of Alliance members in 25 states, to 
Washington. President Roosevelt, through his 
secretary, and Administrator Hopkins told the 
delegates that there could be no reinstatement of 
those dismissed but that there would be no further 
cuts. They promised to take under consideration 
the oft-repeated demand of the Alliance for an 
Appeals Board to hear charges of discrimination. 


The government’s own studies show how ruth- 
less has been the program of cuts in the Works 
Program and in direct relief. Its study of emerg- 
ency costs of living in various cities showed that a 
family of four required about $1,471 in Washing- 
ton, D. C.—the highest figure, and $1,186 in 
Mobile, Alabama, where costs were lowest. WPA 
wages vary from less than $21 monthly in the 
rural south to $103.50 for professional workers in 
some large cities. The government’s research 
bureaus indicate that the figure of unemployment 
still hovers about eight million, and that re-em- 
ployment has not included able-bodied and ex- 
perienced workers over 40, or the young workers 
who have come on the labor market since 1929. 
Much has been written about the social and eco- 
nomic value of the WPA projects, their contribu- 
tion to the eradication of illiteracy, sickness, their 
carrying of the seven arts to every hamlet of the 
country. 

Despite these facts, everywhere there has been 
a tendency to yield to groups protesting that 
WPA “high wages” tend to deprive private in- 
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dustry of needed workers. The cry has been 
especially loud from sweated industries and areas. 
Only the continued activity of the Workers’ Alli- 
ance and organizations sympathetic with its aims 
can prevent a return to Hoover’s “normalcy” 
ruthlessness. 


The beginnings of an especially dangerous and 
little publicized policy are to be found in New 
York City’s WPA. Tens of thousands of alien 
WPA workers were dismissed without cause, 
though the bill creating the program did not re- 
strict it to citizens. A protest to Washington 
brought the verbal answer that the New York 
administrator had misinterpreted the spirit of the 
dismissal order. But unless organized labor, the 
Workers’ Alliance, organizations like the Com- 
mittee for the Protection of the Foreign Born are 
on the alert, this unjustified discrimination will be 
initiated as well in the direct relief field. Workers 
who have made their contribution to this country’s 
economic progress, and their families, will then 
be the victims of the same reactionary forces that 
have pursued similar policies with regard to the 
Negroes in the South. 


CURE WITHOUT QUACKS 


NTI-SEMITISM KEEPS FLOURISHING 
IN America with mushroom-like fertility. 
Over a hundred “crusading”, “Aryan”, ‘“Chris- 
tian”, “shirted” organizations spew forth race- 
hatred among the human eddies of our present day 
labor and political insurgence. The republic is 
breeding an underworld of fanatics whose empty- 
headed followers devour sadistic literature and 
feed their neuroses of poverty and drabness with 
fancy titles ranging from the ‘‘Knights of White 
Camellias” to the “Federation of Ten Million”. 
The “intellectuals” among these thousands of 
termites are the Nazis. They have money, glory, 
and a mother country. With unprecendented in- 
genuity, by threat and persuasion, they pollute the 
dances, concerts, festivals, camps and economic life 
of German-American communities. Mr. Ludwig 
Lore has described the “professors”, ‘scientific 
lecturers”, ‘‘actors’’, writers and organizers who 
are playing this game. There are Nazi liter- 
ature centers in nineteen American cities; there is 
a committee for the writing of German-American 
history under that well-known historian Fritz 
Kuhn; there is a political school for Nazi officials; 
there are camps in New York, New Jersey, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, Illinois, Texas, California and 
other places; there are storm troop units; and per- 
haps of special interest to us are the fascist meet- 
ings and agitation among Italian, Polish, Finnish, 
Hungarian, White Russian as well as German and 
native-born groups. 
It is hard to see what Mr. J. Edgar Hoover’s 
“G” men, asked by Attorney General Cummings 
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to investigate Nazi military training camps in New 
Jersey, can discover more than we have outlined, 
even if the fuehrers of Camp Nordland obviously 
have ample warning for whitewashing the swas- 
tikas with lilies-of-the-valley. ““A cursory examina- 
tion” by “G” men may lead of course to a genuine 
Congressional investigation of the sort which Sena- 
tor LaFollette gave to anti-labor abuses. Such an 
association of ideas is not so far fetched in view of 
anti-union activities by anti-Semitic fascist societies 
in recent strike centers of the country. And then 
what? Close the Nazi camps? “Wipe out every 
trace of Camp Nordland,” for instance, on the 
slogan “‘to remove the alien blot from our midst ?” 
(We are quoting from a Jewish article.) 


We cannot object to the Nazis because they 
despise democratic privileges and at the same time 
punish them with their own brand of values, with- 
out setting undesirable precedents amidst greater 
dangers then even the Nazis. Simultaneously it 
would be foolhardy to suppose that mere “ex- 
posure’’, or even a Congressional investigation, no 
matter how astute, can effect more good than Sen- 
ator LaFollette’s nation-wide publicity did against 
the gangsters who are fighting labor. The ulti- 
mate guarantee of our minority rights lies in the 
political genius of the republic to divorce itself 


‘gradually from social superstitions, a slow, patient, 


up-hill work in which the new Gulliver, labor, is 
our great manpower and ally. 


ALL A JEWISH PLOT? 


‘“PMHE PEASANTS ARE NOT ANTI-SEM- 

ITIC; the workers are not anti-Semitic; the 
Government is not anti-Semitic’—these words 
summarize the conclusions of an investigation by 
the Committee on the Christian Approach to the 
Jews, an international Protestant Missionary 
body. The country investigated is not Czecho- 
slovakia, Holland or France. It is mirabile dictu, 
Poland. Apparently some anti-Polish group has 
been inventing stories. Perhaps a Jewish body 
is doing it in order to besmirch the good name of 
the Polish government. Thése Jews! They kill 
and wound themselves, they keep themselves out 
of the universities, boycott their own stores, them- 
selves bomb their own establishments, picket them- 
selves, do not permit themselves to take gov- 
ernment jobs! 

Unconsciously, perhaps, this report belies itself. 
To prove the government’s innocence of its all too 
obvious carte blanche to anti-Semitic bodies and 
activities, the “investigators” cite references to 
Poland’s constitution guaranteeing freedom and 
equality to all minorities. They are evidently un- 
aware that constitutions can sometimes be merely 
of paper value. Yet on another page sympathy 
is expressed with the policy of creating a Polish 
middle-class while it is admitted that the middle- 
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class, overwhelmingly Jewish, is now overcrowded. 
No mention is made of the reasons for the small 
proportion of Jews in the employment of the 
government, the biggest employer in the country. 
The authors accept the premise of Polish anti- 
Semitism: the Jews have no rights in the country 
in which they have been residing for so many cen- 
turies and which they helped to upbuild and to 
defend. 

Poland is a country where the watchful eyes of 
the bureaucrats of an incipient totalitarian regime 
control each step of its population, where the jails 
and concentration camps are overcrowded, where 
peasants are killed by the police, and where anti- 
Jewish pogroms, riots and boycott have been re- 
ported even in the censored press practically every 
day in the week for the past half year. Yet, the 
“investigators” state that the government is un- 
aware of anti-Semitism. Whom does the official 
press with its dulcet strains of “reasonable” anti- 
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Semitism represent? Whom do the cabinet minis- 
ters who, in parliament, openly approve of the 
boycott, represent? Whom do the judges, who 


‘release pogromists and sentence Jews defending 


themselves, represent ? 

How was it possible to arrive at such conclusions 
and at the same time maintain that “there was 
comparatively little contradiction in facts and 
opinions given by Jews and Poles”? The recom- 
mendation that: Jewish leaders “declare their ac- 
tive and undivided loyalty” to the Polish state is 
downright insult to the Jews in Poland. They 
have always shown their loyalty to the country and 
perhaps too often to the present bloody regime, 
which is negotiating for an open alliance with the 
Polish Nazis. It is wise to pose the Jewish prob- 
lem as an international one in its scope, but it is 
dangerous to employ this argument for the exoner- 
ation of the regime. 


ROAD TO MASS SETTLEMENT 


OW THAT the tenseness of the historic vot- 
ing is over, it becomes evident that the recent 
sessions of the Zionist Congress and of the Jewish 
Agency did not have as their main issue the mere 
acceptance or rejection of the proposed “Jewish 
State”. The dramatic debate on “partition or no 
partition” it is true occupied the central position on 
the stage. It was the theme dominating the minds 
and swaying the passions of all delegates. But the 
majority of the 300 “‘yea-sayers’” and the minority 
of 158 “nay-sayers” were fundamentally concern- 
ed with a more immediate question: the pressing 
urgency of mass-colonization in Palestine. It was 
this overwhelming need for finding ways and 
means to enable the mass settlement of several 
hundred thousand victims of Nazi and Polish per- 
secution which made all parties and groups—both 
in the Zionist and in the non-Zionist camps—unan- 
imously agree that the Royal Commission’s parti- 
tion scheme must be rejected as unacceptable. It 
was this same driving force which prompted the 
decision to start negotiations with the Mandatory 
and the eM Hence both Congress and Agency 
instructed the Executive to negotiate with Great 
Britain for clarification of the precise conditions 
under which England proposes to establish the 
Jewish state. And hence also the resolution re- 
questing the Mandatory to convene an Arab-Jew- 
ish conference for exploring the possibilities of 
making a peaceful agreement between the two 
peoples on the basis of mutual recognition of each 
other’s rights in an undivided Palestine. 


When voting for resolutions on conferences, 
very few of the delegates could have entertained 
any illusions that those negotiations would produce 


any radical changes. They knew only too well the 
intransigent attitude of the Arab national parties 
towards Zionism. The majority Arab national 
party, headed by the Grand Mufti, has repeatedly 
proclaimed the 420,000 Jews already in Palestine 
as entirely too many. When cross-examined by 
the Royal Commissioners, the Grand Mufti re- 
plied that he would leave “to the future’’ the 
answer to their question whether Palestinian Jews 
whom ‘the Arabs consider “superfluous” should 
“be removed by a process kindly or painful.” 
Other Arab parties, under the threat of partition, 
are now ready to consider bi-nationalism. But by 
that term they mean Arab domination with guar- 
antees that Jewish immigration into Palestine be 
restricted and that Jews stay as a minority group 
without a national status. All Arab political par- 
ties consider themselves lords of the land who at 
most may consent to tolerate the presence of Jew- 
ish ‘foreigners’, provided those “aliens” are 
ready to become dependent on the bounty which 
Arab politicians may be willing to mete out. 
What this bounty means one can readily judge 
from the horrors of Jewish persecution in Yemen 
and from the recent massacre of the Assyrian min- 
ority in Iraq. Besides, if by some miraculous 
change of heart, Arabs should agree to a genuine 
bi-national state, the difficulties in creating that 
new sovereignty would be almost insurmountable. 
The task of combining within one self-governing 
framework two disparate elements—one of which 
is, according to the Royal Commission, ‘an in- 
tensely democratic and highly civilized commun- 
ity” and the other “‘a backward population” merci- 
lessly exploited by its effendis and muftis, and un- 
familiar with the most rudimentary practices of 





self-government—must stagger the most astute of 
statesmen. Viewed realistically, one cannot help 
concluding that only after Arab educational stand- 
ards have been raised and the effects of calumny 
and fanaticism sedulously fostered by chauvinist 
Arab leaders have worn off—can there successfully 
emerge a democratic bi-national state (and none 
other would be acceptable). And yet, the calling 
together in 1937 of a meeting between Arabs and 
Jews would not be altogether futile. For the air- 
ing of opinions at a round table may prove the way 
for an eventual understanding. Exchange of 
views will at least furnish Jews a new opportunity 
to demonstrate their good will and to reafirm 
their unalterable desire not to dominate Arabs or 
interfere with Arab national rights. This vis-a-vis 
presentation of the long-held Zionist principle— 
“no Jewish domination over Arabs and no Arab 
domination over Jews’—may ultimately serve as 
the cornerstone for the only possible and desirable 
settlement between the Jewish and Arab worlds. 
Perhaps it may also allay unwarranted though real 
fears of the consequences of Jewish mass 
immigration. 

Likewise none too promising are the prospects 
for a successful outcome to Jewish negotiations 


with His Majesty’s Government. Downing Street . 


for reasons of its own has definitely decided to 
proclaim the present mandate as unworkable and 
to break up twice-amputated Palestine into three 
new fragments. This partition policy the Man- 
dates Commission of the League of Nations has 
already approved in principle and the League it- 
self will undoubtedly follow suit. The Jewish 
people, even less than the League of Nations, are 
in no position to negate the decision of the British 
government. They cannot request a new mandat- 
ory trustee to assume the responsibility of facilitat- 
ing the establishment of the National Home. The 
cards are all stacked against them. For which 
world power could they possibly choose ? Fascist 
Italy? Nazi Germany? Anti-Zionist Soviet Rus- 
sia? Or anti-Semitic Poland? Of course Amer- 
ica might be invited; but it is fairly certain that the 
United States would not accept the Jewish 
National Home trusteeship. With all its grave 
shortcomings, England thus still remains the only 
desirable trustee. And if England persists in 
executing its partition policy, Jews can do nothing 
but protest — and try to negotiate for better 
terms. It is not unlikely that pressure by liberal 
British public opinion will compel the Cabinet to 
eliminate the more glaring injustices in the terms 
of its raw deal to Jewry. One may assume that 
it will see the wisdom of straightening out the 
boundary lines of the Jewish state to include the 
settlements on the Jordan and the new Jewish sec- 
tion of Jerusalem. Moreover, since the almost 
uninhabited Negev is after all useless to the Arabs, 
it may include all or some portion of the Negev 
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within Jewish boundaries. It may also make some 
concessions on the Rutenberg power station which 
supplies electricity to the country. But on the 
whole, the main features of England’s partition 
project will doubtless remain unchanged. As 
a bait for Arab consent Downing Street will 
probably insist on an inequitable division, allotting 
Arabs virtually all of the mandated territory. But 
no matter what concessions England may refuse to 
make, one may safely assume its granting an area 
sufficient to enable Jewish mass colonization for a 
few millions. Else the Zionist Congress and 
the Jewish Agency will be compelled to reject the 
partition plan in toto. 

Of course the partition project is as yet not an 
entirely settled affair. Arab opposition, or other 
unforeseen factors, may induce the British Cabinet 
to withdraw the Commission plan as “unwork- 
able” too. And then the present mandate may go 
on operating. But in such an event, it is extremely 
improbable that Palestine will ever again be run in 
the old manner. His Majesty’s Government has 
now acknowledged that their ‘‘primary’” function 
as a mandatory is not to hold the balance of power 
but “to promote the establishment of the Jewish 
National Home”. The government's tactics of 
conciliating Arab intransigents “to limit” has, 
by admission of the Commission report, proven a 
failure. One of the main causes for Palestinian 
disturbances, both the Report and the League 
Commission on Mandates hold, was the uncertain 
attitude of the Mandatory to its responsibilities as 
a trustee for the National Home. Under these 
circumstances the chances are strong that the Man- 
datory—despite its present attitude towards immi- 
gration—will lift the bars against Jewish settle- 
ment. It may not further the National Home on 
a scale demanded by the tragic position of Jews in 
many parts of the world, but British public opinion 
at home and the protest of interested governments 
abroad against the shabby treatment given the 
Jewish upbuilding effort, will probably help to 
open a new era in Jewish colonization. | 

This conviction that Palestine can now never re- 
turn to the situation which confronted it before 
July 1937 has been responsible for the underlying 
current of optimism which pervaded the conclud- 
ing sessions of the last Zionist Congress. Dele- 
gates felt that state or no state, old mandate or 
new mandate, breakdown or success in the negoti- 
ations with Arabs, Jewish immigration will pro- 
ceed at an accelerated pace. Activities hitherto 
conducted experimentally and under hampering re- 
strictions will be expanded to include tens and even 
hundreds of thousands. Hence the program pro- 
posed at the Congress for settling 200,000 Jews in 
Palestine within the next two or three years. 

Zionism has indeed entered a new cross-road. 
For some three decades and more it has been en- 
gaged in spade work and in laying the foundations 
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for a new Jewish civilization. And now Zionism 
has passed its preliminary stages of slow growth 
and is on the road to mass-settlement. Weizmann 
estimated at the Congress that within the next two 
decades some two million Jews will be settled in 
Eretz Israel. The problems inherent in such a 
task are enormous and extremely complex. They 
constitute a challenge to the creative energy of the 
entire Jewish people. But Zionists have always 
had confidence in Jewish ability (once freed from 
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the nightmare of oppression) to cope constructive- 


ly with difficulties. The last fifteen years have 
justified that faith. Jews liberated from Polish 
ghettos—and from the hell of world persecution 
—have developed in Eretz Israel a highly organ- 
ized economic, cultural and social life. The flour- 
ishing condition of the numerous Palestinian com- 
munes and cooperatives are in and by themselves 
an assurance that there is great reason for being 
hopeful concerning the Jewish future. 

















| Poisoning the Wells of Germany 


(Klaus Mann, the son of Thomas Mann, is like all his family an exile from Germany 
and a militant anti-fascist. He has written books of many sorts—fiction, drama, essays, 
travel, and an autobiography. His work has been translated into Italian, English, French, 
Danish, Czech, Slovenian and Polish—and burned in Germany. Early in 1933 he left 
Germany and for two years edited and published ‘Die Sammlung,” an anti-fascist literary 
magazine. Since 1933 he has published “Journey into Freedom,” ‘Symphonie 
Pathetique,” and “Mephisto”. Writes Klaus Mann: “'I left Germany because otherwise 
the Nazis would have killed me—or at least put me in jail; because—even if I had been 
permitted to live in ‘freedom’—I would have been suffocated by the air of the Third 
Reich; because on the outside—with those means that are available to me—I want to fight 
against German fascism.” 

In connection with the following article our readers might recall an Associated Press 
dispatch of August 4th, announcing that “the opening of the Fall school term for millions 
of children brought to view an apparent new anti-Semitic drive in German education.” 
German pedagogy has already evolved a manual entitled “The Jewish Question in 
Teaching,” written by a Nuremberg school counselor, Fritz Fink, to which is attached 
quasi-official status through a foreword by Germany's No. 1 anti-Semite, Julius Streicher. 
This manual aims to guide teachers in injecting “the Jewish angle’ into almost every 








subject in the curriculum.) 


® by Klaus Mann 


N “UNPREJUDICED foreigner” makes a 
trip through the Third Reich; spends a week 
in Berlin, three days in Munich, two days each in 
Nurenberg, Heidelberg and Hamburg; returns to 
Birmingham or Detroit and.says, “it was charm- 
ing, I had the loveliest, most stimulating time, you 
know; everything was pleasant, the hotel porters 
so polite, plenty of butter at breakfast, all that 
about the scarcity of food is nothing but humbug, 
and as for the Jew, well, as far as I could see, not 
a single hair of his head was harmed. A very 
peaceful and agreeable country, indeed.” 


Hearing this sort of thing one ought not to fly 
from the room in a rage; one should rather say, “I 
beg your pardon, but just look at this picture book 
which I happen to have with me. Doubtless it was 
not served to you with fresh butter at breakfast in 
Heidelberg or Berlin. Please look it over very 
carefully. It may supplement the impressions of 
your German visit in a very interesting and sur- 
prising manner...” 

And then the unprejudiced investigator of Ger- 
many should be shown 4 Picture Book for Old 
and Young, by Elvira Bauer, 2nd Edition, 26th- 
40th Thousand: Stuermer Press, Nurenberg. 
On the effective red jacket of the book, in large 
script, is the following little rhyme: 


Trust no fox on the green field 
And no Jew on his oath. 

This is accompanied by the picture of a monster 
whose horribly distorted caricature of a face is 
what the Stuermer group regards as typically Jew- 
ish. The monster has fat fingers, raised in a hypo- 
critical oath which one is to trust as little as the 
cunning of the fox whose unpleasant portrait is 
also on the neat dust cover of this picture book for 
old and young. 

On the very first page Elvira Bauer, an artist 
and educator inspired by the spirit of Streicher, 
starts with a bang by declaring concisely, ‘The 
father of the Jews is the devil.”” From there she 
may rhyme for old and young, but probably espe- 
cially for young, the following: 

When the Lord God made the world 

he thought up the idea of races: 

Indians, Negroes and Chinese, 

and Jews too, the wicked things. 

And we, we were there, too, 

the Germans among the many others.— 

Then he gave to each a piece of land 

that it might be cultivated in the sweat of the brow. 
The Jew immediately wouldn't act like the rest! 

At the very beginning the devil was already riding him. 
He wouldn't work, only cheat. 

Eagerly, he learned to lie 

from the devil, his father; quickly and well 

he wrote it down in the Talmud. 








All this is neatly written in a beautiful, clear 
script so it will be legible for the little ones, and 
such especially important words as “races”, 
“Jews”, “Germans”, “devil”, “Talmud”, are im- 
pressively emphasized by being printed in red. 


On page 2 “the German”, a noble Siegfried 
with head held high and a ridiculously proud face, 
is contrasted with the greasy, stooped, cigar-smok- 
ing, fiercely ‘“‘kikish” Semite. This is accompanied 
by the following motto: 

The Germans—they are yielding! 

Compare the German and the Jew. 

Look at them well; 

both of them here on the picture. 

A joke that might almost be intended as one, 
for the point is easy to see: 

the German stands—the Jew yields. 

The point of these verses is a pun on weich. As 
an adjective it means “‘tender”’, as a verb weichen 
means “‘to yield”’. 

Near the picture of the Germanic giant with the 
ridiculously proud face there is carefully written, 
in case old and young had not already noticed it: 

The German is a proud man 
who can work and fight. 


Because he is so beautiful and courageous 
the Jew has bated him from of old. 


“A joke that might almost be intended as one” ” 


—if it were not so oppressively serious! By 
means of pictures and text children are encouraged 
to hoot and stick out their tongues before the 
houses of Manfred Veilchenbaum, commercial 
agent; Dr. Hirsch, surgeon; or Siegfried Linden- 
stein, private gentleman. The attention of the 
little ones is especially called to the fact that a con- 
verted Jew is as wicked and devilish as one who is 
unconverted. “Jud bleibt Jud’’—A Jew remains 
a Jew. He is pictured stuffing himself with roast 
goose on Friday, a monstrously malicious expres- 
sion on his face horrifying the Pastor. This pig of 
a Jew, with a malicious grin, drives off the poor 
little oxen and swine of the good peasant. Aaron 
Kahn, merchant, cursing with Old Testament ges- 
tures, drives away the beggar who was sufficiently 
lacking in racial pride to ask alms of him. Jewish 
children, accompanied by the jeers of the elegant 
“Aryans”, are hooted out of school. The Jewish 
family, which in its shameless way wants to spend 
a day at a bathing resort, are shown with distorted 
faces reading the placard which tells them that 
they are “undesired” here. The Jewish libertine, 
on the open street, obscenely mauls the virtuous 
blond maiden. (This event is very clearly port- 
rayed for old and young. Madame Elvira Bauer 
seems to be of the opinion that the pornographic 
style which has made the Stuermer famous will not 
harm her enlightened picture book readers.) The 
Jewish doctor kills various poor Aryans in the hos- 
pital by experimenting with medicines and treat- 
ments before he uses them on his fellow-Jews: 
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And the moral of the story: 
Don’t trust a Jewish doctor! 

In an especially pretty and colorful picture one 
can see Streicher—bald, but charming and upright 
being given bunches of flowers by straw-blond little 
maidens: 

A champion was permitted to arise for us 
in the German country of the Franks. 

We must thank him 

that our land remains thoroughly healthy 
and free of the Jewish liability. 

Yes, one recognizes him. It is the same Strei- 
cher who recently compelled journalists in Nuren- 
berg to perform acrobatics, frolic about, and climb 
up and down ladders on a public stage; Streicher, 
the intimate friend of the Chancellor of the Ger- 
man Reich, the temperamental speaker and fam- 
ous sadist (they say he never goes for a walk with- 
out carrying a whip) ; Streicher, who, we cordially 
hope, will not fall, to whom we hope nothing will 
happen, before the Third Reich, of which he is the 
best representative, will itself fall. May he not be 
spared the fate of his colleague Roehm! He is as 
true a part of Nazi-Germany as is this horrible 
picture book. 

It is pitiful and terrifying to think that tens of 
thousands of German children are poisoned—liter- 
ally poisoned—by this disgusting product of vile- 
ness and imbecility. But since it unfortunately 
exists, and is in the hands of the German children, 
we should use it, too, as the strongest imaginable 
method of propaganda against the Reich of Hitler 
and Streicher. It is our task to see that it gets into 
the hands of those adults who travel through the 
Third Reich with such pleasure, that they may bet- 
ter conduct their “constructive criticisms” in the 
future. 





Now it is nice in the schools 
for all the Jews must leave, 
both large and small. 

Shouting and crying don’t help 
nor do anger and fury. 

Out with the Jewish spawn!— 
We want a German teacher 
who will lead us along the road to cleverness, 
who will wander with us, play, and in addition 
can also maintain law and order. 

Who is happy with us and laughs, 

so that learning makes us happy. 
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Nazi “Songs of Innocence’ 








A JEW REMAINS A JEW 


The Jew Itzig thinks to himself: 
I have it, I'll have myself baptised: 
The stupid people then say, 


See, he is a Christian!” 


So Itzig Ephraim goes 

one day to the pastor 

that he may baptise him. 

What a hurry the latter is in! 

“Hear me,” he says, “Jew Ephraim, 
I baptise you: Goothilf Joachim 
Fridricus Christian Itzig ... 

Now hear me: 

You were a Jew and are a Christian! 
Promise that you will be obedient 
and never will forget 

that no meat is to be eaten on Friday 
for that would be a sin 


which would not easily be forgiven!” ... 


Next Friday the pastor went 

to Itzig. The latter is in good spirits 
and engaged in devouring a goose! 
“Ttzig, what does this mean?” 

the pastor shouts and is astonished. 
“On your table should be no meat 
On Friday, you ought to know! 

For this sin you will atone!” 

Herr Itzig answers: “ei wath, ei waih! 
Why suddenly such shouting? 

What you see on my table 

is no goose, it is a fish! 

I bought a little goose 

and when it was roasted I baptised it 
and said when it was on the table: . 
You were a goose and are a fish!” 


Now, children, look at the Jew 
and see whether he is changed 
because he has been baptised. 

Does he look like a Christian now? 


“Five pails of water poured on his head 


do not change the Jew’s head.” 
Take good note of this, 
A Jew remains a Jew. 


In our great fatherland 

many a place is famous 

for beauty and the power 

to create good health. 

Therefore it is much visited 

by many people from near and far. 
As you can see on this picture 
there is also a poster there 

which makes it clearly known to all men 
that Jews are undesired! 

Only to Germans belongs the air 
so, my little Jewish friend, scram. 





What a poor fellow is the Jew! 

He doesn’t like his own women! 
He thinks he is terribly clever 

when he steals a German woman.— 
But look at this Jew here: 

he doesn’t suit her at all! 

Alongside this German woman, oh horrors, 
he looks quite horrible! 

It would be more fitting for the Jew 
to leave German women alone 

and go prettily to his Kalle’. 
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Cross-Currents at the Congress 


Zurich, Switzerland 


NLY TIME, AS Weizmann remarked, will 

show how wisely the Twentieth Zionist Con- 
gress acted in its crucial decision. Whatever that 
ultimate judgment will amount to, the Congress 
was too rich in human values, too deeply significant 
to be considered merely a move in a political game. 
Its almost 500 delegates, representing the largest 
number of voters ever to participate in a Zionist 
election, were a dramatic personification of con- 
temporary Jewish history. The variety of coun- 
tries from which they came was startling: one ex- 
pected delegations from Eastern and Central Eu- 
rope, the United States, England, France, South 
Africa, Canada and Argentine, but hardly dele- 
gates from Egypt, Australia, Luxembourg, Chile, 
Morocco, Finland and Norway, or the hundreds 
of votes cast from China, Venezuela, India, Peru, 
Tunis, Panama and Cuba. One lady in front of 
you discussed Ussishkin’s speech in high-pitched 
Parisian French; a gentleman boasted in Yiddish 
mixed with Spanish that Buenos Aires was even 
more modern than New York; in faultless but 


peculiar English another told the German woman - 


next to him about the dams on the Nile and the 
height of sugar cane in Egypt; a fire-eating Vien- 
nese member of the State Party Opposition looked 
for all the world like pictures of the gentle old 
German professor in “Little Women’; Mizrachi 
ran true to type—luxuriantly bearded, black- 
coated, skull-capped, constantly in search of con- 
venient methods for disposing their canes and 
hard black hats. South Africans and Britishers 
scattered through the hall punctuated the Con- 
gress-Deutsch, the occasional Hebrew and very 
rare English of the speakers with intermittent, 
Oxonian cries of ‘Hear, hear!’’; the three Yemen- 
ite delegates from Palestine sitting together—one 
tall and young, one heavily bearded like an ancient 
Assyrian bas-relief, prosperous, piously wearing a 
skull cap; the third, little and wiry, an agricultural 
worker and zealous member of the Labor Federa- 
tion—-were, however, united in utter inability to 
understand German, English or Yiddish which 
made them, with their Arabic mother-tongue and 
almost medieval background, the most ardent, 
practically the only, supporters of the rights of the 
Hebrew in a Congress full of Hebraists. Literal- 
minded in their piety, the Yemenites and the Miz- 
rachi delegates were no more disconcerted than 
the frankly secular Palestinian Laborites (whose 
religious memories are after all conventionally 
orthodox) by the sight of clean-shaven, hatless, 
English-speaking American rabbis, and the major- 
ity of the delegates followed the richly oratorical 
rabbinical voices and gestures in hushed, aston- 
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ished and generally uncomprehending attention. 

Time and again the Congress impressed one in 
no uncertain terms with the fact that Zionism has 
become the chief expression of the essential unity 
underlying the diversity of Jewish life. In 
bringing together remote and unconnected groups, 
it has reemphasized their common heritage, re- 
woven them into a common pattern, and made 
clear necessity for a common future. In the Zur- 
ich city theatre where the sessions were held, under 
ceilings covered with mythological paintings, 
among balconies decorated with gold leaf designs, 
the delegates were constantly reminded of a bind- 
ing, modern Jewish myth. A tremendous picture 
of Herzl, at least twenty times larger than life, 
hung between two large Zionist flags above the 
platform, and the deep melancholy eyes and deter- 
mined mouth were turned insistently upon the little 
people beneath. References to. Herzl were all in 
one strain: ‘He came to us a stranger from far 
away, and he brought us the strength of a person- 
ality never crushed by the Ghetto or by anti-Semit- 
ism”. That same romantic aura of remoteness 
and of psychological health and power surrounded 
a tall, straight figure on the platform, Lord Mel- 
chett. He sat amiably and conscientiously through 
avalanches of Congress-Deutsch that verged close- 
ly on Yiddish, and he watched and listened with 
an incredibly fresh and youthful expression on his 
face. ‘‘At this tragic time, beset by enemies and 
attacked in our most vital point, Eretz Israel... 
we have been offered nationhood by the greatest 
power in the world”, he said, identifying himself 
so completely, proudly and unquestioningly with 
Jews throughout the world, as to provide a strik- 
ing contrast to those so-called non-Zionist members 
of the Agency who—almost all of them far more 
deeply rooted in Jewish life than he—continually 
talked, like the wicked son in the Passover Hag- 
gada, about “you” and “‘us’’.”. Logical in his analy- 
sis of the troubled world situation which forces 
“stronger nations than we’’ to compromise, frank 
as to the mistakes made in Palestine “‘on Britain’s 
behalf’, he was still—quite naturally—convinced 
that Zionists could best build on British friendship 
if only that did not entail giving up hopes “of 
which we are merely the trustees.” 

The sense of the continuity of Jewish history in 
those words, though so quietly British in enuncia- 
tion, was closely parallelled in very different cir- 
cumstances on the Sunday when the delegates went 
en masse to Basle to celebrate the fortieth anni- 
versary of the convening of the first Congress. A 
group of us stood on the bridge over the Rhine 
near the famous, shiny Hotel des Trois Rois 
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where Herzl had stayed and where, indeed, the 
photograph of him leaning over a balcony above 
the river, had been taken. It was a new shrine, as 
someone half-laughingly said, but it served as the 
point of departure for something very different 
from mere reverent sight-seeing. I overheard a 
little lecture on Jewish history given to a Yemenite 
farmer by a Moroccan-born Jerusalemteacher who, 
as a fellow Oriental with the advantage of a teach- 
er’s education and a year of study in France, had 
taken the Yemenite, so new to Europe and its 
ways, under his wing. Utterly disregarding such 
Western associations as the Rhine has for us—its 
vexed political significance, its scenery, the Lorelei, 
the Wacht am Rhein—he turned to the wide-eyed 
little Yemenite: ‘‘This is the Rhine. You've read 
in the history books, haven’t you, of how during 
the Crusades the Jewish communities along the 
Rhine allowed themselves to be slaughtered for 
the sanctification of the Holy name? This is the 
river that flowed with Jewish blood.” And the 
little Yemenite nodded in sad appreciation. 


All the deliberations of the Congress took place 
under the shadow of the knowledge that the deci- 
sions reached might well be of decisive historic 
importance, and there was a constant sense of a 
burning, honest straining after prophetic intuition 
into the course of history. The far past and the 
far future bulked larger in the discussions than the 
present, and seemed nearer and more pressing. 
There were sufficient paradoxical results. It was 
the. labor leader, Zalman Rubashov, who, in ac- 
cents of philosophic history, analyzed the Peel 
Commission’s proposal in the light of the old Mes- 
sianic movements; and also as the most recent as- 
pect of the constant fluctuation in modern Zionism 
between emphasis on economics and emphasis on 
political guarantees. It was another labor leader, 
Berl Katznelson, the editor of Davar, who voiced 
most touchingly the spiritual—not the economic, 
nor even the political— loss involved in the estab- 
lishment of a Jewish state in part of Palestine. 
Jewish attachments to Palestine throughout the 
centuries of exile had been literary, he pleaded— 
attachment not to places or scenes but to Biblical 
verses and historic references; stony, unproductive 
Modiin, Masada, or Hebron were therefore in- 
finitely precious. Indeed, he could trace back his 
own Zionist feeling and his going to Palestine 
to a Jewish version of the Androcles and the 
Lion story he had read at the age of seven, being 
vastly and ineradicably impressed by the last sen- 
tence: “And the descendents of this man live in 
Hebron.”” On the other hand, the Mizrachi, for 
all their traditional concept of the coming of the 
Messiah who would set all things right, refused, 
respecting the idea of Jewish development in 
only part of Palestine, to leave anything to the 
distant future. ‘‘Messiah is entirely too popular 
at this Congress,” their leader bitterly protested 
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in opposition to Dr. Weizmann’s repeated state- 
ment that he saw the proposed Jewish state as the 
framework for the Zionist effort of the entire next 
generation and as the stepping stone, through eco- 
nomic and cultural reciprocity, to enlarged Jewish 
development in the Near East. 


It would be fair to say that for opponent and 
follower alike, Dr. Weizmann dominated the Con- 
gress. It was impossible to escape the central in- 
fluence of that mercilessly keen mind, that irre- 
pressible, disconcerting wit emanating from a 
level-headed, many-sided understanding of men 
and issues, that strangely deep vein of poetic 
feeling. He seemed, as more than one per- 
son put it, the synthesis of the various tendencies 
in the modern Jew—the Yiddish volkstimmlich- 
keit of the small Russian town, the deep-rooted 
Hebraic learning and spirit, the thoroughly 
assimilated science and dignity of the Western 
world. The speech he made at the first session of 
the Congress, surveying the Zionist position from 
1929 to the present, had about it—at least up to 
the concluding expression of opinion on the ques- 
tion of the day—something very like the imper- 
sonal wisdom of History, if one may be pardoned 
the personification. Seeing the course of Zionist 
development as a unified whole, evaluating the 
Jewish people with almost cruel insight, he showed 
how when time had disproved the claims of eco- 
nomic expropriation made by the Arabs in 1929, 
the attack was shifted in 1935 and 1936, under 
the disquieting influence of the Abyssinian situa- 
tion, to political grounds, beginning with the late 
agitation for a Legislative Council. In 1919-1920 
Feisal and other Arab leaders accepted our claims, 
but concession after concession made Palestine an 
extremist’s hope for final nullification. And now 
concession has reached such a pitch that the Com- 
mission recommends among its “‘palliatives” psy- 
chological rather than economic regulation of im- 
migration, openly violating the Mandate and strik- 
ing at the base of the National Home in the hour ~ 
of our greatest need. We have made many com- 
promises, but this trifling with a nation in agony is 
too much even for us! 


The large audience filling the theatre to its top- 
most gallery had been rigid, altogether dominated 
by the simple, almost conversational, but at 
moments deeply-moved voice which suddenly 
stopped at this point. The speaker begged 
for a five-minute pause during which, sig- 
nificantly, the tension of the audience was 
hardly relaxed. And then began the more start- 
ling part of the speech, prefaced by a dignified 
statement to the effect that we know the Mufti 
represents the Arabs only through the temporary 
power of bombs and revolvers. Not the inaccept- 
able details but the general revolutionary principle 
of the Royal Commission’s proposal to found a 
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Jewish state in part of Palestine, must be consid- 
ered. There are two criteria that have to be met. 
First, does the suggestion offer us the material 
groundwork on which to build in large what we 
now have in embryo—a genuine, Jewish civiliza- 
tion? Then, since in these tragic days cultural 
Zionism is far from enough, does it help materially 
to solve the problem of those 6,000,000 Jews in 
Central and Eastern Europe whose only hope lies 
in emigration? 

“T believe,” he said to the silent theatre in front 
of him, “I believe that it does.”” We will not be 
able to help the old, ground to economic and moral 
dust in this cruel world, but we will be able to 
save 2,000,000 young people, now, in this gener- 
ation, and lay the foundations for them to build on 
later. Therefore we shall request you to author- 
ize the Exective to negotiate for a scheme which 
would satisfy the two citeria. 

It would not be exaggerating to say that a shud- 
der seemed to run through the audience during the 
last decisive paragraphs. Much of it was unpre- 
pared for stoic acceptance of so restrictive a fate, 
and as strongly against what seemed to imply sign- 
ing away Jewish historic rights and the opportuni- 
ties offered by the Mandate, as were the fiery 
speakers—Ussishkin, Rabbi Berlin, Stephen Wise, 
Abba Hillel Silver, the youthful Shomer Ha-Zair, 
Goldie Myerson—who were later to express their 
unqualified opposition. It was only the hours of 
explanation and clarification in the political debate 
that followed, that finally made the issue under- 
standable and less cruel. Weizmann himself ex- 
plained more clearly that modifications in the pro- 
posed scheme were to be considered absolutely 
essential, and showed how the most flourishing 
development possible under the Mandate—inter- 
preted as there now seemed no possibility of its 
being interpreted—would, even if it resulted in a 
Jewish majority in the next fifteen or twenty years 
—still find the Jews concentrated in precisely those 
sections considered for the state. Stout, earnest 
and logical, David Remez of the Histadrut spoke 
in terms of a metaphor that, among Zionists, only 
a Palestinian labor leader would have thought of 
using: the leadership of the Zionist Organization 
is the contractor for the movement and must de- 
liver the work in a definite period of time. It 
may, like most contractors, be a little late, but we 
are entirely too late, for in the last ten years we 
should have laid the foundations on which to 
build the additional stories in decades to come. 
Meantime, influenced by the worst tendencies of 
Europe, Arab chauvinism has grown tremen- 
dously. If we can get a state acceptable to us, we 
have no right not to try that new method, since 
by the present method we cannot reach our goal in 
the short time left and Palestine will not wait. 

The argument was shifted to the economic 
plane by the treasurer of the Agency, Elieser Kap- 
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lan. Weary, massive, impressive, he pointed out 
how Government protection, almost impossible of 
attainment under the Mandate, becomes more and 
more vital as Jewish industrial and agricultral en- 
terprise grows. Little, round Professor Selig 
Brodetsky with his incisively analytic mind always 
putting things into formulae, summed up the im- 
passe clearly: we would all prefer the Mandate if 
it were properly administered but English public 
opinion for the last six months has been trained to 
think with joy of release from the Mandate. 
Moshe Shertok, head of the Agency’s Political 
Department, Palestinian born, lithe, and cameo- 
faced, speaking Yiddish with marked strain and 
falling back curiously, time and again upon English, 
amplified Brodetsky’s statement in the light of his 
own experience: ““When we saw that the other 
mandates had been renounced, we understood that 
our years of peaceful development were numbered. 
We must choose the new way—it is bad and hard 
but it offers a much greater future. Our constant 
petty struggles with the Administration make for 
an astounding waste of national energy; we are not 
tired—just seeing a hundred of our boys working 
in Haifa harbor gives one strength to fight two 
years to get a hundred other boys in. But how 
much more could we not do without these exhaust- 


‘ing, long-drawn out arguments and negotiations ?” 


Finally, the seal of calm, statesmanlike under- 
standing was put on the discussion by Nahum 
Goldmann, the Agency’s representative at the 
League of Nations. ‘“‘A British strong hand for 
the last fifteen years and the next ten or fifteen 
would have turned the Mandate’s vague ‘national 
home’ into a Jewish state in all of Palestine. But 
England which is not anti-Semitic or anti-Zionist, 
is a sated European democracy on the defensive, 
and we cannot expect aid from her. A bi-national 
state would have been possible in 1918 or 1919 
before the Arabs had learned aggressive national- 
ism from Europe . . . If this brutal world were 
sure to change for the better in five years, I would 
say ‘wait’! But it will probably—even certainly 
—change for the worse.” 

So the debate went its way through doubts and 
fears, analysis and hopes, through Weizmann’s 
final exhortation to remember that whatever we 
have accomplished has been achieved not through 
glittering phrases but through work done step by 
step—‘‘dunam by dunam, man by man, house by 
house’”—to the final vote on the political issue. 
That was preceded by Hayim Greenberg’s lucid 
expression of what had come to be the feeling of a 
great part of the delegates: no one was in favor 
of partition as such—it had been thrust upon us 
from the outside; the Mandate was not lightly to 
be cast aside nor considered unworkable; the new 
way was not to be easily accepted or rejected, but 
our leaders were to investigate its possibilities—to 
be sent out like an expedition of explorers into 
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unknown waters. The majority resolution was 
based on something very like these principles, 
while the minority resolution intransigeantly re- 
fused consideration of the Commission’s scheme 
and demanded the correct implementation of the 
Mandate. “In Biblical times”, said a young Eng- 
lish scientist in my row, “the people of Israel were 
called upon to choose between Good and Evil, but 
the choice now is between two evils”. It was with 
this heavy sense of responsibility that the 
entire vote was carried. The softest voiced dele- 
gate’s response to the roll call was heard clearly 
in the absolute, brooding silence of the hall. What 
would come of the decision was to be seen, but the 
die had been cast. 

The most typical moment of the Congress seem- 
ed to me to come after the vote in that afternoon 
session which proved almost an anti-climax. Dr. 
Arthur Ruppin was reporting in his clear native 
German on the economic problems of Palestine as 
envisaged by the Agency’s Institute of Economic 
Research, headed by him. We had learnt to pro- 
duce but not yet to market at low enough rates; 
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we must make more use of citrus by-products; we 
must aim to export grapes and other fruits and 
winter vegetables on refrigerated ships; we must 
study the water problems even more carefully and 
see if we could make salt water useful by mixing it 
with sweet. We must remember that many fac- 
tors besides area—water, money, science, intensive 
cultivation, industrial development, markets—de- 
termine population. 


And then suddenly, the calm, almost coolly pro- 
fessorial economist ended in a very different 
strain: 

“State or no state, Mandate or no Mandate, we must 

continue to work. We did not stop working in the times 

of Abdul Hamid and Jemil Pasha . . . Misfortunes in 

Palestine have often become good fortune by evoking 

Jewish energy. ‘ The Book of Jewish History is still not 

closed...” 

Here in fifty minutes was that combination of 
science and belief, practicality and vision, which 
makes Zionism live and build in a hostile world 
through the instrument of a scattered, broken 
people. 


Until the Next Congress . . 


HE PASSIONATE AND SERIOUS debate 

at the Zionist Congress for and against the 
establishment of a Jewish state in Palestine has 
again shown convincingly how profound and in- 
separable is the bond between the Jewish people 
and Eretz Israel, and how unshakable is the belief 
of Zionism in its rights and in its future. 

The debate was not for or against the inadvis- 
ibility of Eretz Israel. No Zionist can yield the 
smallest part of Eretz Israel. It was a debate on 
which of two different ways could lead most 
quickly to the achievement of a common goal. 

A majority of two-thirds of the Congress de- 
cided to instruct the Executive to conduct negotia- 
tions with the English government and other in- 
terested parties in the matter of the exact content 
of the proposed plan for the immediate establish- 
ment of a Jewish state in Eretz Israel. The deci- 
sion of the majority does not mean, as many be- 
lieve, an agreement in principle to the plan of 
partition. Many of the official opposition voted 
for the majority resolution for the valid reason 
that it is not yet allowable for us to compel the 
Zionist movement to reject or accept a plan that 
has not yet been formulated clearly, exactly and 
precisely. 

In harmony with the decision of the Congress 
the new Executive will naturally not only do every- 
thing to determine the true and exact plans of the 
English government, but it will also make the 
greatest effort to make this plan as good and as 
just as possible, so that the proposed Jewish 


® by David Ben Gurion 


state may have sufficient territory for mass immi- 
gration and broad colonization, suitable boundar- 
ies from the political and strategic points of view, 
complete severeignty and independence. But the 
final decision will nevertheless be in the hands of 
the next Congress. 

Until then it is the duty of the Executive to be 
energetic and indefatigable in seeing that the 
rights of the Jewish people and the positions they 
have won according to the Balfour declaration and 
the Mandate remain untouched. Until the next 
Congress makes a final decision the Mandate re- 
mains the. sole political and legal document that 
regulates the relationship of the mandatory power 
to the Jewish people in every matter concerning 
Eretz Israel. 

Despite the profound political and tactical dif- 
ference of opinion which came to the surface dur- 
ing the debate and the voting, the Zionist move- 
ment will come out of this historical Congress 
strengthened and united. The essence of the Zion- 
ist organization as an instrument of the Jewish 
people for the construction of a state has been 
revealed at this Congress in all its greatness. The 
greatest question in Jewish history was handled 
by this Congress with a deeply felt sense of re- 
sponsibility and political maturity. After this 
Congress the Jewish people will concentrate 
with even greater energy and deeper faith around 
the Zionist organization which is destined to real- 
ize the historic task of returning the Jewish people 
to its reconstructed and liberated home. 
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Franco Learns From Hitler 


. enn PERSECUTION of Jews which has 
marked the course of Hitler’s Third Reich 
and more recently has made its appearance in 
Italy is also being promoted in those sections of 
Spain held by General Francisco Franco’s Fascist 
forces. The notorious forgery, “The Protocols 
of the Elders of Zion” is being reissued through- 
out Insurgent Spain, and the Fascist-controlled 
press is vehement in its condemnation of Jewish 
bankers and Freemasonry, which are accused of 
“sinking the nations in Marxist ruin’. This is a 
consistent campaign which has been carried on for 
the past several months. 

The practice of the rebel commanders of hold- 
ing the relatives of prominent Jews as hostages, 
particularly in the Northern Provinces and in 
Morocco, to assure payment of heavy exactions, 
has been repeatedly pointed out by correspondents 
of European and American newspapers. 

Here is an extract from the rebel newspaper, 
“La Voz de Espana”, of San Sebastian, May Ist, 


1937, headed ‘The Jewish-English Bank and the _ 


Offensive on the Basque Country”’: 


“The Jews who monopo- 
lize the Bank of Picadilly have too many pounds sterling 
invested in industries and . securities in the mining 
regions of the Basque country, interests which might 
from one day to the next collapse with the grand magni- 
ficent offensive which has been developing the last few 
days on the part of General Mola’s troops. This is the 
cause of their preoccupation and aim and the concealed 
wish to reach it, come what may, no matter how. 

“It is a question of interests and the Jews of the Eng- 
lish bank are mixed up in it. And it is already well- 
known that international Zionism is one of the enemies 
over whom Spain is winning the war.” 

The fascist newspaper “El Coreo de Andal- 
ucia” of Seville published this squib on April 29th 


headed “Masonic Tactics”’ : 
“Masonry divides and triumphs in sinking the nations 

on Marxist ruin. Spanish youth which has the will to 
rule is united on the fronts and the rearguard to save 

Spain. If you attempt to divide it, you have the soul of 

a Mason, you are a bad Spaniard, a traitor to religion and 

your fatherland.” 

It should be noted that from the Fascist point 
of view, as revealed in their Spanish press, the 
particular crime of Masons is that they are all 
Marxists; the crime of Marxists is that they are 
all Jews; and of Jews that they are all Masons. 
This typical piece of Fascist reasoning is some- 
times extended to take in Liberals. 

From “El Correo de Andalucia” (Seville, May 
21, 1937) comes the following tid-bit of political 
judgment along these lines: 

“It is very interesting to read details of the Valencian 

Governmental crisis in the foreign press. Masonry is 
not far from any of the things that occur in the red zone. 





Anti-Semitism in the Rebel Press 


Nor is the spick and span Mr. Eden, who for some days 
has obviously been obeying the command of the Masonic 
“lodges” more than defending the true interests of 
civilization. 

“The plan is now being developed in London. And 
Negrin, grade 33 of Spanish masonry, visited Eden some 
days ago... 

“|. . The war is virtually won by the authentic Spain 
that will wipe out all the Masons, Jews and Marxists of 
every kind.” 


“Faro de Viga” (May 5, 1937) discussed the 
European War as the Work of Jewish Masonry: 
“In January 1932 La Libre Parole published an article 
called the “True Authors of the World War 1914-18’. 
On this subject it says: ‘Who- planned the war of 1914 
and 1918? The Jews and the Masons. It was the 
execution of a plan of the Jewish nation to dominate the 
world.’ 

“The article goes on to say that Jewish Masons were 
responsible for the murder of the Archduke Ferdinand 
ud thactbon, according to Fascist ideology, of the war. 

“It is known,’ the newspaper goes on, ‘that the pro- 
gram of the Jewish Masons was to destroy all the states, 
principally the monarchies, so that the Jews could raise 
themselves up on the ruins to universal domination.’ | 


Undoubtedly Julius Streicher’s ‘“‘Der Stuermer” 
sets the example for “La Union”, of Seville, 
which on March 15th of this year printed a piece 
from the pen of one Juan Mancheso. The article 
was called “The Jew, a Bad Enemy”. Here we 
not only learn that ‘Jews are the enemies of 
Western civilization and above all the enemies of 
Spain, whom they will not forgive the expulsion 
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decree of four centuries ago” but also that “in 
himself, the Hebrew has the importance of one 
microbe, but united, he acquires the dangerous 
characteristics of the plague, yellow fever, or any 
of these terrible scourges of humanity.” Writes 
Mancheso: 


“Some people who in the course of their travels have 
known the ghetto and Mehlaj (Moroccan ghetto) and 
the Jews of Europe and Africa, often smile when they 
read in the Press articles which are devoted to describin 
the danger to Western civilization which the so-call 
‘Sons of Israel’ represent: in fact, it is rather difficult to 
understand how this herd of miserable creatures who 
creep around in society and spend their lives fighting 
against their physical disabilities, their vices and their 
sordid passions, can constitute a serious menace. 

“But there is no doubt that the actions begun or in- 
spited by the Hebrews which have disturbed the peace 
of the world are not writers’ fancies, but unfortunately, 
bitter realities. Actually, the beings who in the ghettoes 
spend their dreary lives in idleness or ruinous business 
cannot go very far in the struggle against the rest of 
humanity; but when the Jews, by means of traps and 
crookedness, sordidness and avarice, have amassed for- 
tunes, which for them on account of their special apti- 
tude for usury and trickery is easier than for other 
people, then the Jew is converted into a dangerous 
being... 
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“There have been Hebrews who were literary men, 
philosophers, doctors, chemists and mathematicians; but 
it is just and true to say that these individualists are 
rarities among the general mass of this people, who 
would be the first to be astonished at those who instead 
of going for commerce waste their time on things which 
} appear to them so useless. 

“And in referring to the modern times which we have 
been unfortunate enough to know, the Jew who, without 
having a country, takes advantage of what is most con- 
venient to his interests, the Jew, the master of the world 
of high finance, the Jew who has managed to make him- 
self master of the Russian Government whose adminis- 
trative and political and military power is in his hands, 
has become an imminent and most serious danger for the 
peace of the world; as today Hebrew and Communist are 
almost identical terms. 

“With their millions lent to the nations, with interest 
on their property and their national liberties, with the 
Press—a formidable instrument which can be useful for 
good or evil—and with Communism, the political instru- 
ment of penetration and domination, apparently the 
enemy of captialism, but employing millionaire Jews for 
its ends; the Jews are the enemies of Western civilization 
and, above all, the enemies of Spain, which country they 
will not forgive the expulsion decree of four centuries 
ago; they are carrying on a battle in which, with few 
alternatives, the result will be their defeat. 

Here is how Justo Sevillano in “La Union” of 
April 1st demonstrated that the Spanish civil war 
is a Jewish plot: 

“The Spanish War is actually the work of the Jews. 
The Jews nowadays do not have to fight directly against 
those who are not Jews, because, through their gold and 
their political and financial power, they are able to make 
the men of Christian countries shed blood for them. 
This is the period of the “Symbolic Serpent’? which 
means, for the Jews, domination of the Nations. The 
Jews dream that they will soon realize the Israelite Em- 
pire in Jerusalem. For this end they propose an alliance 
between Russia, France, England, and North America, so 
that they can declare war on the Christian and anti- 
Semitic nations.” 

This vicious propaganda‘ falls entirely in line 
with the anti-Semitic and anti-freemason state- 
ments made by some of the rebel leaders before 
and after the revolt. Thus Senor Gil Robles, 
leader of the Spanish Rightist Party in one of his 
speeches in October 1933, said the following: We 
shall clean Spain of Masons and Jews, and to the 
Parliament we warn: either you accept our consti- 
tutional basis, or else we shall do without you.” 


In 1937, General Cabanellas, President of the 
Burgos Junta and of the Rebel High Command 
expanded this statement in an interview with Rob- 
ert B. Parker, Jr. This interview appeared in the 
‘Washington Evening Star” of August 30, 1937. 
General Cabanellas said: “Our enemy is a strange 
company of ordinary criminals, anarchists, com- 
munists, illiterates and women... Spain will be 
governed in a fashion which will make it impos- 
sible for a power ever again to fall in the hands of 
dirty politicians, freemasons, Jews and similar 
parasites of human society.” 

In contrast to all this, the attitude of the Span- 
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ish Republic toward the Jews is probably best 
summarized in the following quotation from a 
speech made on October 8, 1931, by Ambassador 
Fernando de los Rios, before the Constituent 
Cortes” in his capacity of Minister of Justice: 
To the Jews, with whom the history of Spain 
since 1492 has been so harsh, I want to render at 
this time, when we are beginning our discussions 
on the religious problem, a tribute of respect and 
the homage of our regret.” 

On the 29th of April, 1931, the Republican 
Cortes enacted a law extending the privilege of 
naturalization and residence to all, including the 
Jews, while the “Instituto de Investigaciones Cien- 
tificas” of Madrid has placed several German- 
Jewish Professors who have fled from the Nazi 
Terror. 

Such excerpts speak for themselves. 
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The Drama 


The Commission Surveys and Recommends 


1. The Jews and Palestine 


HE PRESENT problem of Palestine is unintelligible 

without a knowledge of the history that lies behind it. 

No other problem of our time is rooted so deeply in the 
past. (Page 2 of the Royal Commission Report) 


In 135 A. D. Jerusalem was destroyed and its site 
loughed up. Many of the population were put to 
eath, and many more carried off to slavery. From that 

time onwards Palestine steadily sank into obscurity. Its 
diminished population dwindled still further. While the 
Jews who had spread themselves over most of the rest of 
the world increased and multiplied, there were soon only a 
few thousand of them left in their old homeland. (Page 4) 

For five hundred years Palestine remained under Roman 
and Byzantine rule, and then in the seventh century A. D. it 
underwent yet another conquest. Inspired by the rise of 
Islam . . . the Arabs broke out from the Arabian desert and 
started on a career of conquest . . .between A. D. 632 and 
713 they invaded and occupied in quick succession Syria, 
Iraq, Persia, Egypt, the whole length of the north African 
coast, and finally Spain. (Page 5) 


While the Jews had thus been dispersed over the world, 
they had never forgotten Palestine. 


Nor has the link been merely spiritual or intellectual: 
Always or almost always since the fall of the Jewish State 
some Jews have been living in Palestine. Under Arab rule 
there were substantial Jewish communities in the chief 
towns. In the period of the Crusades and again in the 
Mongol invasions they were nearly but not entirely blotted 
out. Under Ottoman rule they slowly recovered. Fresh 
immigrants arrived from time to time, from Spain, in the 
sixteenth century, from Eastern Europe in the seventeenth. 

But together with their neighbors the Jews were equally 
exposed to the raids of marauding tribesmen from the 
se or from across the Jordan. These inroads mul- 
tiplied as public security deteriorated. Galilee steadily 
declined. A hundred years ago there were only some 4,000 
Jews in Safad and some 3,000 in Tiberias. In the whole of 
Palestine there were not more than 12,000 Jews in 1845. 
But, small though their numbers were, the continued exist- 
ence of those Jews in Palestine meant much to all Jewry. 
Multitudes of poor and ignorant Jews in the ghettos of 
Eastern Europe felt themselves represented, as it were, by 
this remnant of their race who were keeping a foothold in 
the land against the day of the coming of the Messiah. 
(Pages 11 and 12) 


2. Palestine and Zionism 


Zionism entered the field of practical politics when in 
1897 Theodor Herzel . . . convened a Congress of world 
Jewry in Basle and founded the Zionist Organization. In 
1903, at the instance of Mr. Joseph Chamberlain, the For- 
eign Secretary, Lord Lansdowne was authorized to offer the 
Zionists a tract of country in the highlands of British East 
Africa for the creation of a Jewish colony with full powers 
of local autonomy under the British Government’s “General 
Control”. It was a remarkable offer, and it tempted many 
Zionists. But the majority vehemently opposed it. To 
them it was inconceivable that the Jews could re-establish 
their national life in any other country than the old home- 
land; and, assisted by a not very favorable report on the 
conditions in East Africa, they easily carried the day. 
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of Partition 


Thus it was still on Palestine and only on Palestine that 
the hopes of Zionism were fixed when the World War 
broke out and when the entry into it of the Turkish Empire 
on the side of the Central Powers made it evident that, by 
the end of the fighting, the control of Palestine and its 
destinies might have passed from Turkish into other hands. 
(Page 15) 


3. Palestine and the Arabs 


In the twelve centuries and more that had passed since 
the Arab conquest, Palestine had virtually dropped out of 
history. One chapter only is remembered—the not very 
noble romance of the Crusades. In economics as in politics 
Palestine lay outside the main stream of the world’s life. 
In the realm of thought, in science or in letters, it made no 
contribution to modern civilization. (Page 6) 

For over three centuries the Arabs in other countries took 
the lead in civilization. Their chief centers of population 
and wealth were also nurseries of the sciences and the arts 
. .. In all this activity and achievement Arab Palestine took 
no great part’... Only one or two lesser figures in the 
great company of Arab men of learning were Palestinians 

In 1517 (Palestine) was conquered with Syria and 
Egypt by the Ottoman Turks . . . and in the hands of the 
Ottoman sultans it remained . . . till the World War of 
1914. (Pages 5 and 6) 


In 1914 the condition of the country was an outstanding 
example of the lethargy and maladministration of the pre- 
war Ottoman regime. The — still overwhelm- 
ingly Arab in character, eked out a precarious existence 
mainly in the hills. On the plains, where life and property 
were less secure, such irrigation works as had existed in 
ancient times had long disappeared. Oranges were grown 
around Jaffa, but most of the maritime belt was only sparse- 
ly populated and only thinly cultivated. Esdraelon for the 
most part was marshy and malarious. Eastwards beyond 
Jordan nothing remained of the Greek cities of classical 
times save one or two groups of deserted ruins. South- 
wards in Beersheba, once the site of several prosperous 
towns, all trace of urban life had long lain buried under the 
encroaching sand. (Page 6) 


4. The Balfour Declaration 
and Its Meaning , 


On the second of November the British government pub- 
lished a statement of policy afterwards known as the “‘Bal- 
four Declaration” ... The text of the Declaration had 
been submitted to President Wilson and had been approved 
by him before its publication. On the 14th of February 
and the 9th of May 1918, the French and the Italian 
governments publicly endorsed it. (Page 22) 

When issuing the Declaration . . . His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment evidently realized that a Jewish State might in course 
of time be established . . . so it was understood elsewhere. 
“I am persuaded”, said President Wilson on the 3rd of 
March, i919, “That the Allied Nations, with the fullest 
concurrence of our own Government and people are agreed 
that in Palestine shall be laid the foundations of a Jewish 
Commonwealth.”” General Smuts, who had been a member 
of the Imperial War Cabinet when the Declaration was 
published, speaking at Johannesburg . . . foretold . . . “in 
generations to come a great Jewish State rising there once 
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more’. Lord Robert Cecil in 1917, Sir Herbert Samuel in 
1919, and Mr. Winston Churchill in 1920 spoke or wrote 
in terms that could only mean that they contemplated the 
eventual establishment of a Jewish State. Leading British 
newspapers were equally explicit in their comments on the 
Declaration. (Page 24) 

One reason why no public allusion to a State was made 
in 1922 was (according to evidence to the Commission of 
the then Secretary of State for the Colonies, Mr. Winston 
Churchill, who in 1922 published a statement of “British 
Policy in Palestine’) the same reason why no such allusion 
had been made in 1917. The National Home was still 
no more than an experiment . . . It would be a very long 
time, it seemed, before the Jews could become a majority 
in the country. (Page 33) 

The field in which the Jewish National Home was to be 
established was understood, at the time of the Balfour 
Declaration, to be the whole of historic Palestine, and the 
Zionists were seriously disappointed when Trans-Jordan 
was cut away from that field under Article 25. (Page 38) 

Unquestionably, the primary purpose of the Mandate, 
as expressed in its i and its articles, is to promote 
the establishment of the Jewish National Home. (Page 39) 

To facilitate the establishment of the Jewish National 
Home was a binding international obligation on the Man- 
datory. The Mandate also imposed specific obligations 
towards the Arabs. Their civil and religious rights and 
their position as affected by immigration and land-settle- 
ment were not to be prejudiced. But the acceptance of 
these specific and negative obligations towards the Arabs 
did not, of course, release the Mandatory from the general 
and positive obligations implicit in the first recital of the 
Preamble and in the first paragraph of Article 22 of the 
Covenant. (Page 41) 


5. The Arab Attitude in 1919 


When the Emir Feisal came to London and Paris he was 
persuaded not merely to accept but to welcome the policy 
of the Balfour Declaration and a memorandum which the 
Emir presented at the Paris Conference was highly con- 
ciliatory:—Still weightier evidence of good understanding 
was the agreement which was signed on the 3rd of January, 
1919, by the Emir Feisal, “representing and acting on 
behalf of the Arab Kingdom of Hedjaz” and Dr. Weiz- 
mann, “representing and acting on behalf of the Zionist 
Organization”. It pledged the <— to cordial coopera- 
tion between “the Arab State and Palestine’, to the accept- 


ance of the Balfour Declaration, and to the encouragement | 


of the immigration of Jews into Palestine on a large scale 
and their rapid settlement on the land. The Emir added 
a note of reservation to this Agreement to the effect that 
its execution was dependent on the fulfillment of the claims 
for Arab indpendence which he submitted to the Peace 
Conference. If King Hussein and the Emir Feisal secured 
their big Arab State, they would concede little Palestine 
to the Jews. (Page 26) 


6. The Operation of the Mandate 


The Zionists came back to Palestine on the one hand, to 
escape from an alien environment, to shake off the shadow 
of the ghetto, to free themselves from all the drawbacks 
of “minority life’. On the other hand, they came back 
inspired with the faith that the Jewish genius restored to its 
old. home, could do things comparable with the things it 
had done in ancient days. (Page 61) 

The establishment of the Jewish National Home has so 
far been to the economic advantage of the Arabs as a 
whole... 

In Arab as in Jewish Palestine the most striking fact is 
the growth of population. It has risen since 1920 from 
about 600,000 to about 950,000. Those are remarkable 
figures, especially in view of the general belief that the 
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population of Palestine under the Ottoman regime was. 
more or less stationary. (Page 125) 

After considering the evidence submitted to us . . . we 
have come to the following conclusions: 

1. The large import of Jewish capital into Palestine has. 
had a general fructifying effect on the economic life of the 
whole country. 

2. The expansion of Arab industry and citriculture has 
been largely financed by the capital thus obtained. 

3. Jewish example has done much to improve Arab. 
cultivation, especially of citrus. 

4. Owing to Jewish development and enterprise the em- 
ployment of Arab labor has increased in urban areas, par- 
ticularly in the ports. 

5. The reclamation and anti-malaria work undertaken in 
Jewish “colonies” have benefitted all Arabs in the neigh- 
borhood. 

6. Institutions founded with Jewish funds primarily to- 
serve the National Home, have also served the Arab popu- 
lation. Hadassah for example, treats Arab patients no- 
tably in the Tuberculosis hospital at Safed . . 

7. The general beneficient effect of Jewish immigration: 
on Arab welfare is illustrated by the fact that the in- 
crease in the Arab population is most marked in urban 
areas affected by Jewish development . . . (Page 129) 

We have no doubt that many Arab landowners have- 
benefitted financially from Jewish immigration. They 
have sold a large amount of land to Jews at a price far 
higher than its prewar value. A member of the Arab. 
Higher Committee admitted to us that “nowhere in the 
world were such uneconomic land-prices paid as by Jews. 
in Palestine.” Some of the Jewish money has been spent 
also on the products of Arab industry, such as stone and 
other building materials, on rent for Arab-owned houses. 
and in wages for Arab labor. (Page 126) 

Partly no doubt, as the result of land sales the effendi 
class has been able to make substantial investments of 
capital. Some of this has gone towards increased produc- 
tion, especially of fruit, from the land they have retained. 
At least six times more Arab-owned land is now planted 
with citrus,than in 1920. Arab citrus plantations in the 
Maritime Plain now cover 135,000 dunam, and represent 
an investment of £6,500,000. 

Some of the capital has been directed to building houses. 
for lease or sale or to industrial enterprise. The develop- 
ment of Arab industry has made progress . . . No official 
statistics are available as to the amount of capital invested 
in this industrial field as a whole; but it has certainly 
increased in the course of the last few years, as has the 
amount of Arab bank-deposits. (Page 126) 

The fellaheen are on the whole better off than they were- 
in 1920 . . . The whole range of public services, has- 
steadily developed, to the benefit of the fellaheen. Their 
civil rights have been safeguarded by the Courts. The- 
growth in their numbers has been largely due to the health 
services, combating malaria, reducing the infant death-rate,. 
improving water supply and sanitation. 


7. Progress of the National Home 


Twelve years ago the National Home was an experi- 
ment: today it is a “going concern”. The number of the- 
inhabitants has increased fourfold. In 1925 it was 121,- 
000. Last year the official estimate was 370,000; but it was. 
generally admitted that the actual figure was at least 
400,000. The process of agricultural colonization has: 
steadily continued . . . There are now 203 .agricultural 


settlements containing some 97,000 people . . . Yet more- 
impressive has been the urban development . . . Tel Aviv, 
still a wholly Jewish town, has leaped to the first place 
among the towns of Palestine . . . On the slope rising west- 
ward from the old city (of Jerusalem) still a tangle of 
narrow streets and dark arcades, still indomitably Asiatic, 
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has spread, and is still —e a suburb of modern, 
Jewish stone-built villas and flats and shops, centered round 
the massive fortress-like headquarters of the Jewish agency. 
The population of Jerusalem has grown to 125,000: and 
of that some 76,000 are Jews. The growth of Haifa, too, 
which has now a population of 100,000 is only less re- 
markable than that of Tel-Aviv. (Pages 113-114) 

(The National Home) will grow, in the first place as 
the result of the natural increase of the Jewish population, 
which is at present estimated at 7,000 persons a year. 
Secondly the Home will grow, if the present mandate is 
maintained, by regulated immigration. (Page 306)... 
The more immigrants come in, the more work they create 
for local industries to meet their needs especially in build- 
ing: and more work means more room for immigrants under 
the “labor schedule”. (Page 85) 


8. Arab Opposition 


There can be no doubt concerning the friendly attitude 
of Zionists toward the Arab population. 

(The Zionist Congress A 1921 adopted a resolution 
declaring) “The determination of the Jewish people to 
live with the Arab people on terms of concord and mutual 
respect, and together with them to make the common home 
into a flourishing community” . . . (but) Not once since 
1919 had any Arab leader said that co-operation with the 
Jews was even possible. (page 78) 

A serious Arab outbreak of rioting and looting occurred 
in April 1920 in Jerusalem... A year later, in May 1921, 
there was another alarming outbreak . . . (pages 50-51) 

From the 23-29 August 1929 murderous attacks were 
made on Jews in various parts of the country. The most 
violent were directed not against the new settlements but 
against the old established Jewish communities in the Arab 
hill country at Hebron and Safad. (page 67)... (Be- 
ginning with 1933) the Arab press, already virulent 
enough, became steadily more inflammatory. (page 83) 
(Then there were) the disturbances of 1936 (pages 96- 
106) 

(To the present day Arab opposition remains inflexible. 
Arabs want domination over Jews.) 

The Arab Higher Committee assured us that once Arabs 
obtain rule over Palestine the welfare of the Jewish minority 
would be safeguarded not only by specific provisions in the 
Treaty which would accompany the grant of independence 
but also by the habitual toleration which Jewish minorities 
have enjoyed in other Arab lands. But it must be remem- 
bered that those Jewish minorities elsewhere are relatively 
very small and that the Jewish minority in Palestine is al- 
ready regarded by the Arabs as too big. On this point the 
following questions put to the Mufti of Jerusalem and his 
replies should be noted: 

Q. Did His Eminence think that this country can as- 
similate and digest the 400,000 Jews now in the country? 

A. No. 

G. Some of them would have to be removed by a process 
kindly or painful as the case may be? 

A. We must leave all this to the future. 

We are not questioning the sincerity or the humanity 
of the Mufti’s intentions and those of his colleagues; but 
we cannot forget what recently happened, despite treaty 
provisions and explicit assurances, to the Assyrian minority 
in Iraq; nor can we forget that the hatred of the Arab 
politician for the National Home has never been concealed 
and that it has now permeated the Arab population as a 
whole. (Page 141) 


9. The Government's Attitude 

(The attitude of the British Administration to this situ- 
ation has been one of pacification of Arabs through a) 
toleration of their subversive activities—more especially 
those ‘of the Mufti of Jerusalem. 
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We regard it as unfortunate that no steps have been 
taken to regulate elections for the Supreme Moslem Coun- 
cil, which has developed an imperium in imperio with an 
irremovable President. The policy of conciliation, carried 
to its furthest limit, has failed. (Page 366) 

If one thing stands out clear from the record of the Man- 
datory administration, it is the leniency with which Arab 
cape agitation, even when carried to the point of vio- 
ence and murder, has been treated. The facts recorded 
in Chapter III speak for themselves. After each successive 
outbreak, punishment was sparing and clemency the rule: 
there was no real attempt at disarmament, nor any general 
repression: freedom of speech was not curtailed. On the 
Government’s handling of the last outbreak . . . we feel 
bound to say, and we think the Government itself would 
be the first to admit, that it carried the policy of concilia- 
tion to its farthest possible limit. (Page 140) 


10. The Partition Plan 


(Under the circumstances what should be done?) An 
irreconcilable conflict has arisen between two national 
communities within the narrow bounds of one small coun- 
try. About 1,000,000 Arabs are in strife, open or latent, 
with some 400,000 Jews. There is no common ground be- 
tween them. The Arab community is predominantly 
Asiatic in character, the Jewish community predominately 
European. They differ in religion and in language. Their 
cultural and social life, their ways of thought and conduct, 
are as incompatible as their national aspirations. These last 
are the greatest bar to peace. Arabs and Jews might pos- 
sibly learn to live and work together in Palestine if they 
would make a genuine effort to reconcile and combine their 
national ideals and so build up in time a joint or dual 
nationality. But this they cannot do. The War and its 
— have inspired all Arabs with the hope of reviving in 
a free and united Arab world the traditions of the Arab 
golden age. The Jews similarly are inspired by their his- 
toric past. They mean to show that the Jewish nation can 
achieve when restored to the land of its birth. National 
assimilation between Arabs and Jews is thus ruled out. In 
the Arab picture the Jews could only occupy the place they 
occupied in Arab Egypt or Arab Spain. The Arabs would 
be as much outside the Jewish picture as the Canaanites in 
the old land of Israel. The National Home, as we have 
said before, cannot be half-national. In these circumstances 
to maintain that Palestinian citizenship has any moral mean- 
ing is a mischievous pretence. Neither Arab nor Jew has 
any sense of service to a single State. (Pages 370-371) 

Manifestly the problem cannot be solved by giving either 
the Arabs or the Jews all they want. The answer to the 
question “Which of them in the end will govern Pales- 
tine?” must surely be “‘Neither’”’ . . . But while neither race 
can justly rule all Palestine, we see no reason why, if it 
were practicable, each race should not rule part of it. 
(Page 375) 

The mandate for Palestine should terminate (Page 381) 
and Palestine should be divided into three parts (Pages 
381-393). 

The natural principle for the Partition of Palestine is to 
separate the areas in which the Jews have acquired land 
and settled from those which are wholly or mainly occu- 
pied by Arabs. (Page 382) 

(The Arab section should be joined to Transjordan and 
constitute an Arab state.) The mandatory should under- 
take to support any requests for admission to the League 
of Nations which the governments of the Arab and Jewish 
states might make. (Page 381) 

The partition of Palestine is subject to the overridding 
necessity of keeping the sanctity of Jerusalem and Bethle- 
hem inviolate and of ensuring free and safe access to them 
for all the world . . . A new Mandate, therefore, should 
be framed with the execution of this trust as its primary 
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purpose. An enclave should be demarcated extending from 
a point north of Jerusalem to a point south of Bethlehem, 
and access to the sea should be provided by a corridor 
extending to the north of the main road and to the south 
of the railway, including the towns of Lydda and Ramle, 
and terminating at Jaffa. (Page 381) ... We think it 
would accord with Christian sentiment in the world at large 
if Nazareth and the Sea of Galilee (Lake Tiberias) were 
also covered by this Mandate. We recommend that the 
Mandatory should be entrusted with the administration of 
Nazareth and with full powers to safeguard the sanctity of 
the waters and shores of Lake Tiberias. (Page 382) ... 
At Tiberias (which contains 6,150 Jews and 3,550 Arabs) 
and at Safad (which contains 2,000 Jews and 7,900 Arabs) 
. . . Haifa (about 50,000 Jews and 48,000 Arabs) and 
Acre (8,550 Arabs and 250 Jews) . . . we believe that it 
would greatly promote the successful operation of Partition 
in its early stages and in particular help to ensure the 
execution of the Treaty guarantees for the protection of 
minorities, if those four towns were kept for a period 
under Mandatory administration. (Page 385) 

We suggest that an enclave on the northwest coast of the 
Gulf of Aqaba should be retained under Mandatory admin- 
istration, and that the Arab Treaty should provide for the 
free transit of goods between the Jewish State and this 
enclave. (Page 386) 

If Partition is to be effective in promoting a final settle- 
ment it must mean more than drawing a frontier and estab- 
lishing two States. Sooner or later there should be a trans- 
fer of land, and as far as possible, an exchange of popula- 
tion. (Page 389) 

In the area allocated in our plan to the Jewish State (ex- 
cluding the urban districts which we suggest should be re- 
tained for a period under Mandatory administration) there 
are only some 1,250 Jews: but in Jerusalem and Haifa there 
are about 125,000 Jews as against 85,000 Arabs. The 
existence of these minorities clearly constitutes the most 
serious hindrance to the smooth and successful operation of 
Partition . . . If then the settlement is to be clean and 
final, this question of the minorities must be boldly faced 
and firmly dealt with. It calls for the highest statesmanship 
on the part of all concerned. An instructive precedent is 
ee 4 as it happens, by the exchange effected between 
the Greek and Turkish populations on the morrow of the 
Greco-Turkish War of 1922 . . . The numbers involved 
were high—no less than some 1,300,000 Greeks and some 
400,000 Turks. But so vigorously and effectly was the 
task accomplished that within about eighteen months from 
the spring of 1923 the whole exchange was completed. 
(Page 390) . .. We recommend that, if arrangement could 
be made for the transfer, voluntary or otherwise, of land 
and population, Parliament should be asked to make a grant 
to meet the cost of the aforesaid scheme... (Page 392) 

The Jewish state should pay a subvention to the Arab 
state when Partition comes into effect . . . reasonable com- 
pensation should be given to the Arab state for the loss of 
land and revenue. (Pages 383-386) 


11. "'Palliatives'’ or Punishments for 
Not Accepting Partition 


(1) An Arab Agency should be formed in London and 
Palestine . . . including in addition to the Arabs of Pales- 
tine representatives of Trans-Jordan Iraq, Saudi-Arabia, 
Syria and perhaps Egypt. (Page 182) 

(2) The creation of special Public Utility Companies 
under government directors . . . The government would 
acquire land under the Land Expropriation Ordinance and 
lease it to the companies . . . free of rent for 99 years... 
Arabs would get their leases direct from the government, 
Jews from the Companies . . . the Government . . . would 
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retain control of the water rights, its distribution and 
price... (Pages 247-48) 

(3) The government should lay down “‘a political high 
level” of Jewish immigration . . . This high level should 
be fixed for the next five years at 12,000 per annum and in 
no circumstances during that period should more than that 
number be allowed into the country in any one year... 
(Page 306) The abolition of certain categories dealing 
with members of the liberal professions and craftsmen 
and the revision of conditions governing the free entry of 
caiptalists . . . (Page 367) 

(4) A British university in the neighborhood of Jerusa- 
lem or Haifa . . . and its doors would be open to all 
English-speaking students in the Near and Middle East. 
(Page 344) 

(5) Real “self-governing institutions” cannot be devel- 
oped. (Page 362) 


12. The Advantages of Partition 


The advantages of Partition to the Arabs: 

(1) They obtain their national independence and can 
cooperate on an equal footing with the Arabs of the 
neighboring countries in the cause of Arab unity and 
progress. 

(2) They are finally delivered from the fear of being 
“swamped” by the Jews and from the possibility of ulti- 
mate subjection to Jewish rule. 

(3) In particular, the final limitation of the Jewish 
National Home within a fixed frontier and the enactment 
of a new Mandate for the protection of the Holy Places, 
solemnly guaranteed by the League of Nations, removes 
all anxiety lest the Holy Places should ever come under 
Jewish control. 

(4) As a set-off to the loss of territory the Arabs regard 
as theirs, the Arab State will receive a subvention from the 


‘Jewish State. It will also, in view of the backwardness of 


Trans Jordan, obtain a grant of £2,000,000 from the 
British Treasury; and if an arrangement can be made for 
the exchange of land and population a further grant will be 
made for the conversion, as far as may prove possible, of 
uncultivable land in the Arab State into productive land 
from which the cultivators and the State alike will profit. 

The advantages of Partition to the Jews: 

(1) Partition secures the establishment of the Jewish 
National Home and relieves it from the possibility of its 
being subjected in the future to Arab rule. 

(2) Partition enables the Jews in the fullest sense to call 
their National Home their own: for it converts it into a 
Jewish State. Its citizens will be able to admit as many 
Jews into it as they themselves believe can be absorbed. 
They will attain the primary objective of Zionism—a Jewish 
nation, planted in Palestine, giving nationals the same 
status in the world as other nations give theirs. They will 
cease at last to live a “minority life’. (Pages 394-395) 
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His Majesty's Government Concludes 


IS MAJESTY’S Government in the United Kingdom 

. . . find themselves in general agreement with the 
arguments and conclusions of the Commission . . . In the 
light of experience and of the arguments adduced by the 
Commission they are driven to the conclusion that there is 
an irreconcilable conflict between the aspirations of Arabs 
and Jews in Palestine, that these aspirations cannot be satis- 
fied under the terms of the present Mandate, and that a 
scheme of partition on the general lines recommended by 
the Commission represents the best and most hopeful solu- 
tion of the deadlock . . . 


In the immediate future, while the form of a scheme of 
partition is being worked out, His Majesty's Government 
propose that as an interim measure, steps should be taken 
to prohibit any land transactions which might prejudice 
such a scheme. Further, since the period of the current 
labor schedule expires at the end of July . . . they propose 
that a total Jewish immigration in all categories of 8,000 
persons shall be permitted for the eight months’ period 
August 1937 to March 1938, provided that the economic 
absorptive capacity of the country is not exceeded. 


In supporting a solution of the Palestine problem by 
means of partition, His Majesty’s Government are much 
impressed the advantages which it offers both to the 
Arabs and the Jews. The Arabs would obtain their 
national independence, and thus be enabled to cooperate on 
an equal footing with the Arabs of neighboring countries 
in the cause of Arab unity and progress. They should be 
finally delivered from all fear of Jewish domination, and 
from the anxiety which they have expressed lest their Holy 
Places should ever come under Jewish control. The Arab 
State would receive financial assistance on a substantial 
scale both from His Majesty's Government and from the 
Jewish State. On the other hand, partition would secure 
the establishment of the Jewish National Home and relieve 
it from any possibility of its being subjected in the future 
to Arab rule. It would convert the Jewish National Home 
into a Jewish State with full control over immigration. Its 
nationals would acquire a status similar to that enjoyed by 
the nationals of other countries. The Jews would at last 
cease to live a ‘minority life”, and the primary objective of ' 
Zionism would thus be attained . . . 

July, 1937 


The Zionist Congress Debates 


A. Chaim Weizmann Reports, Yes .. . 


O YEARS AGO you did me the honor to place me 
once more at the head of the movement; and you will 
recall how as the last Congress we took office with heavy 
hearts. But there was one. comfort, and it is my solemn 
duty to recall it: we emerged from that congress united in 
heart. I am not fond of coalitions, but that particular coali- 
tion has withstood the strain of hard days, and it was a great 
thing that the whole executive and the president of the 
General Council faced like one man the perils of the next 
two years. In these two years we had not a moment's peace. 
I do not «| this to vaunt the results, but these were times 
unparalleled in the history of the Zionist movement and 
perhaps even in the history of Jewry. 


The Legislative Council Plan 


The times were dark; storm brooded over the Mediter- 
ranean and an evil wind blew from Africa; this was the 
moment selected by our opponents to press for a Legislative 
Council—to stab the National Home in the back. Facts 
had utterly disproved the findings of the Shaw and Hope- 
Simpson reports. Their place must be filled by the Legis- 
lative Council. The economic complaints were but a 
camouflage for the political resistance of the Arabs, and 
when these arguments were shattered they clamored for 
representative government. 

Ours is a democratic movement, informed by an ethical 
ideal: which is to create the maximum of moral and mate- 
rial values, the greatest good for the greatest number. We 
democrats were now forced to resist a proposal which was 
in appearance democratic. We did so, and in so doing we 
were supported by the best part of British public opinion. 
You recall the Parliamentary debates on the Legislative 
Council which killed the scheme. 

And here I wish publicly to state certain facts. When 
some of our friends in the House of Commons did me the 
honor of inquiring whether I thought that such a debate 
would be useful I advised against it. I was not in favor 
of displaying the full support which the mandate—I do 


not say the Jews, but the mandate which forms an integral 
part of British policy in the Near East—received from 
British public opinion. And no sooner had the debate 
taken place than voices were raised in Palestinian official 
circles alleging that the Jews wielded enormous influence 
in England, that they had staged the debate, and thereby 
gravely added to the difficulties of the Palestine Adminis- 
tration. 


The “Rich” Jews and the Poor’ Arabs 


From that moment a curtain fell between us. Even 
during the preceding period we had not been on a honey- 
moon with the Palestine Administration. We did not 
always see eye to eye, but after the debate the curtain fell. 
I stress the point, because in the utterances of our oppo- 
nents, Arab and British, and even in the report of the Royal 
Commission we detect the old familiar note: here is a na- 
tion drawing its strength from every land. If you need 
a brain from the United States, you wire to Stephen Wise; 
if you need an expert from Argentina, there too you have 
representatives. You have enormous resources of mind 
and money. We cannot convince the world that we are a 
‘son nation; that the rich, with few exceptions, are indif- 

erent to the Zionist cause. A member of the Royal Com- 

mission said to me: “The Jews can do anything, and 
therefore it matters little under what conditions you work. 
You will manage somehow.” 

Very different is the attitude towards the Arabs. For 
sentimental or other reasons, the question is asked, How 
can the poor, pong Arabs stand up to the overwhelm- 
ing strength of the Jews? They must be protected. This 
note echoes even in the report of the Royal Commission. 
Enormous power is ascribed to the Jewish Agency—alivah! 
(would that it were so). In reality we are a = people, 
ground down, and faced with annihilation unless we rein- 
tegrate in a national home. And such an alternative calls 
forth the strength of a nation. This is the secret of our 
success. 

One more word about this point. The Arabs have proved 
that they are by no means so weak. They have shown disci- 
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pline and endurance. They have money for political work; 
more money than your president. The Zionist budget for 
political work is miserably small. We are a democratic 
organization which has to account for its money. 


The Disturbances 


The Arabs had funds at their disposal, and we know 
neither the source nor the purity thereof. But there was 
money in plenty, and for six months this “weak, backward, 
helpless people” held out against the organized might of 
the British Empire. Had the Jews attempted as much, with 
all their alleged cleverness and their iron discipline, they 
would not have been allowed to succeed. 

This was the situation which the executive had to face. 
It was complicated still further by the Italo-Abyssinian 
war. Whatever its outcome, the consequences in the Near 
East were bound to impede our work. An Italian defeat 
would have lowered the prestige of Europeans, while the 
victory was bound to affect the prestige of England. The 
atmospheric pressure increased, the barometer pointed to 
storm. The Jewish position can be rendered in the words 
of the Talmud. “If the jug falls upon the stone, woe to 
the jug. If the stone falls upon the jug, woe to the jug.” 

I shall not enter into the history of the disturbances; 
it is engraved on the memory of every Zionist. With bated 
breath the Jewish public scanned the daily bulletins. Nor 
shall I _ of the victims, the sufferings, or the losses. 
As I said yesterday, our work went on in Palestine and out- 
side. I should add that, for the first time, a Jewish Defense 
Force was established, which took its share in protecting 
our people. 

You will put it to our credit that, in spite of pressure 
from all sides, even from friends, we refused to acquiesce 
even in a temporary suspension of immigration. The num- 
ber of immigrants was small but there were immigrants. 
The door may only have stood ajar, but it was not locked. 


A Confused Administration 


The calling in of Arabs from outside Palestine was one 
of the means of pressure employed by a somewhat confuse 
Civil Service. I know not where the idea originated—in 
Jerusalem, in London, or in both places. In England such 
things need not be done—they just occur. They take shape, 
and so it occurred that the Foreign Minister of Iraq was 
called upon to mediate, not as between Jews and Arabs but 
between England and the Arabs, at the expense of the Jews. 

And lo, a miracle happened. This re Nuri Pasha, 
who for a few weeks was the central figure (and even a dis- 
tinguished Jew sallied forth to negotiate with him) sud- 
denly vanished and was Foreign Minister no longer. It is 
singular that a Government, with all its sources of informa- 
tion and its Secret Service (as popular a theme as the power 
of the Jews), did not know that this mighty mediator was 
on the verge of overthrow in his own country. Next, kings 
were called in—foreign kings intervened in the affairs of 
Palestine. 

And now—a question. To this day it is incomprehensible 
to me why the Palestine Administration should have acted 
as they did. Some say they were hostile to the Jews: I do 
not think they were either hostile or friendly. That disturb- 
ances should continue for six months involves greater injury 
to the British than to the Jews. We are inured to such 
things through the ages. We have a capacity for withstand- 
ing them. 

A Challenge to England 


But how could England, how could her pro-consuls toler- 
ate such a challenge to the organized power of the British 
Empire on the part of a handful of men? I cannot under- 
stand it, and England owes an answer to herself, as well as 
tous (Applause). Perhaps I should say once more—things 
are not done in England, they occur. And so it happened 





23 


that for six months Jenin and Nablus, and Generalissimo 
Kawkji, called check to British power. But a more convin- 
cing explanation is required. 

Then London decided to dispatch an expeditionary force 
to Palestine. This consisted of a considerable part of the 
British army, which is not large. It came, it saw, and it did 
nothing—it was not allowed to do anything. The prestige 
of the England which is dear to all of us was endangered by 
the Palestine Administration. But for the comings and go- 
ings of this expeditionary force we had to foot the bill. 
The £6,000,000 surplus in the Palestinian Treasury, of 
which we had been proud and out of which we had hoped 
that some crumbs might fall to us, is melting away. 


The Royal Commission 


Next came the Royal Commission. Its members were 
serious men, honestly intent on probing their subject. They 
were completely unbiased, but coming as they did into this 
atmosphere of hesitation and weakness, they were bound to 
suppose that the disturbances were the expression of a deep 
and widely ramified movement. Transjordan, Syria, Iraq, 
India, the entire Near and Middle East seethe with excite- 
ment over Palestine—such ideas must have crossed the 
minds of the Commissioners. 

I don’t know what they were told, I am ignorant of the 
evidence given by the officials, but one may surmise that to 
excuse their own inactivity they must have alleged far 
greater forces to have been at work than appeared on the 
surface. It is certainly a mistake to underrate your oppo- 
nent, but equally so to overrate him. I suspect the Admin- 
istration of having done its best to overrate him. 

The burden of my own evidence was that things in Pales- 
tine should never have been allowed to reach that pass. 
Never—never—never. And I cannot imagine that such a 
state of affairs would have been tolerated in any other part 
of the British Empire. But when I said this, not once, but 
ten times, with all my strength, out of all the bitterness in 
my heart, the answer was: Maybe, but things are as they are. 

We are told that the mandate is a complicated document. 
But we are not its authors. British statesmen, not the Jew- 
ish Agency, are its authors. The practice of many years has 
proved it complicated; what Jewish affairs are not com- 
plicated? Nevertheless, on the basis of this document re- 
markable things have been achieved, as is confirmed by the 
report of the Royal Commission. 


The Blame 


The blame lies not on the mandate, now made a scape- 
goat; it lies with those who should have carried out the 
mandate calmly, with strength and dignity, and who show- 
ed instead half-heartedness, weakness, and doubt. 

The Royal Commission itself suggests that it might have 
been easier at the outset to proclaim the Jewish State than to 
carry on in the twilight of these twenty years. The thing 
might then have been carried through with a swing. There 
was no lack of understanding for it in the world at that 
time, not even among the Arabs. At that time the Emir 
Feisal was held to be able to speak for the Arabs, but now 
it is the Mufti. 

With Feisal, who fully understood our aims, we were 
able to reach an agreement. In 1919 and 1920 there were 
other Arabs as well as Feisal with whom we could nego- 
tiate. But when they saw infirmity of purpose, obstacles 
perpetually placed in our path, a principle of balance adopt- 
ed by which the Administration merely tolerated our work, 
and reduced its own contribution to maintaining order, with 
less and less determination, till in 1936 it very nearly relin- 
quished even that attempt, the Arab extremists saw their 
chance: press on, and the English will give in. 

And now concession has reached such a pitch that after 
the economic complaints had been seeded by the Royal 
Commission, the political aspect is suddenly brought to the 
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fore: immigration must no longer be regulated by the econ- 
omic absorptive capacity of Palestine, but according to some 
psychological principle. Whoever heard of an immigration 
officer who was a psychologist? And whose psychology 
is to be the criterion? Evidently the Mufti’s. There can be 
no doubt about his psychology. Not one Jew is to enter the 
gates of Palestine. For him there is only one Jewish gate, 
and it is marked “Exit’’, not “Entrance”. Where is the 
psychological limit which could satisfy the enemies of the 
National Home? 


Destroying the National Home 

This proposal and the other “palliatives” which you will 
find in the report spell the destruction of the National 
Home. We shall resist these proposals before the eyes of 
the world, openly and honestly, with every means at our 
disposal. (Prolonged applause.) This is a breach of the 
promise made to us in a solemn hour, at an hour of crisis 
for the British Empire, and the blow is the more cruel be- 
cause it falls upon us in the hour of our own supreme crisis. 

I say this, I, who for twenty years have made it my life- 
work to explain the Jewish people to the British, and the 
British people to the Jews. And I say it to you, who have 
so often girded at me, and attacked me, just because I had 
taken that task upon myself. But the limit has been 
reached. We cannot even discuss such proposals, there is 
no psychological criterion for immigration. Gates are 
opened or closed on definite principles. 


I say to the Mandatory Power: You shall not outrage the 
Jewish nation. You shall not play fast and loose with the 
Jewish people. Say to us frankly that the National Home is 
closed, and we shall know where we stand. But this trifling 
with a nation bleeding from a thousand wounds must not 
be done by the British whose Empire is built on moral ptin- 
ciples—that mighty Empire must not commit this sin 
against the People of the Book. Tell us the truth. This at 
least we have deserved. 


Immigration Restriction 

Among the many things which we fail to understand is 
the latest decree of H. M. Government to restrict our immi- 
gration to 8,000 for the next eight months. Why this hur- 
ried decision, in advance of the meeting of the Mandates 
Commission and while nothing is yet settled? We look 
upon the decree as an infringement of the mandate, and 
public opinion will likewise condemn it. 

I have now finished with criticisms. If I have expressed 
them more sharply than is my wont, it is because through 
me speaks the pain of one who has held his a for 
twenty years. But even in this solemn moment of responsi- 
bility I would bid this Congress and all Jews remember, in 
the midst of their disappointment and despite the bitter in- 
justice they have suffered, that the Palestine Administration 
and England are not identical. As to that there must be no 
mistake. 

There is another England, and let us thank God for it. 
The voice of this England was heard in the two Houses of 
Parlianent. That a Jew, Lord Melchett, should have said 
what he has said we expected from the son of Alfred 
Mond, and we expect yet more from him in future. (Loud 
applause.) That the newly created Lord Samuel should 
have said what he has said did not take us by surprise. But 
there were other speakers, leaders of the British nation, 
drawn from all parties and all classes, lords and common- 
ers; among them the head of the Anglican Church raised 
his powerful voice, “Lema’an Zion lo echeshe” (For the 
sake of Zion I cannot be silent). 

Further, remember that England, although beset by 
anxious cares, has yet been the only Power which has made 
a serious attempt to contribute to the solution of the Jewish 
ro weg The present difficulties must not for a moment 

lind us to this fact. 


A Word to the Arab People 


Permit me, at this historic juncture, to say a word to the 
Arab people. We know that the Mufti and Kawkji are not 
the Arab nation. In the present world those who have the 
bombs and revolvers at command wield political power. 
But in the history of a nation their life is like one day, even 
if it extends over years. 

There is an Arab nation with a glorious past. To that 
nation we have stretched out our hand, and do so even now 
—hbut on one condition. Just as we wish them to overcome 
their crisis and to revert to the great tradition of a mighty 
and civilized Arab people, so must they know that we have 
the right to build our home in Eretz Israel, harming no one, 
helping all. When they acknowledge this we shall reach 
common ground, and I hope for the time when we shall 
once more recognize each other. 

The Arabs will recall that in the greatest period of their 
history, whether in Baghdad or in Cordova, we have cooper- 
ated in preserving the treasures of European culture. Now, 
as ever, we are in all seriousness and sincerity prepared to 
negotiate; but this must be done by us, who are entrusted 
with the responsibility, not by self-appointed mediators in 
time of crisis. 


Lord Samuel’s Speech 


We do not require Lord Samuel’s advice to recognize 
Arab nationalism. (Applause.) When have we ever 
denied it? Do not our records in congress and elsewhere 
bear witness to our desire to see the day when the two 
national groups would meet together to:build up our com- 
mon country? Lord Samuel would have done better to ten- 
der his advice to the other side. I am aware of Lord Sam- 
uel’s merits. I have defended him in congress before now. 
But it has pained me that a Jew of his standing should have 
spoken as he did. Of course, he did not speak as a Jew. 
He was careful, he spoke as a British peer—so he thought. 
And he had no word to spare for the great Jewish tragedy 
—he, the chairman of the British Council for German 
Jewry. Why, my Lord, say why? 

I have now reached the most important part of my 
speech. The report of the Royal Commission contains a re- 
volutionary proposal which has deeply moved all Jewry: the 
proposal to found a Jewish State in a reduced area within 
the bounds of Eretz Israel. There are two tests whereby 
such a proposal must be judged. But I will say at once that 
I do not discuss the scheme contained in the report. This 
particular scheme is inacceptable. (Prolonged applause.) 
I speak of the idea, the principle, the perspectives which the 
proposal opens out; “if long views are taken,” to use the 
words of the Colonial Secretary in the letter I read out last 
night. 

‘a I am not discussing the scheme of the Royal Commis- 
sion I need not enter into its details. We shall discuss them 
in committee. Furthermore, you must remember that the 
British Government itself has not declared its acceptance of 
this scheme but only of the principle. 


Two Tests of Partition 


I consider that two criteria have to be “ae in apprais- 
ing such a principle. The first—does it offer a basis for a 
genuine growth of Jewish life? I mean both in quality and 
in volume; does it offer a basis for the development of our 
young Palestinian culture, of which the report speaks with 
true respect? Does this principle afford a basis for building 
up such a Jewish life as we picture, for rearing true men 
and women, for creating a Jewish agriculture, industry, 
literature—in short, all that the ideal of Zionism comprises? 

This is one test. For our great teacher, Achad Ha’am, 
who is with us no longer, it might have been the only one. 
But times have changed, and Jewish history, which, alas! 
for the most part, is not ours to mold, faces us with a tragic 
problem. We must therefore apply yet another test. Does 
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the proposal contribute to the solution of the Jewish prob- 
lem, a problem pregnant with danger to ourselves and to 
the world? 

Does the proposal stand the two tests? It is the duty of 
the Congress to give a clear answer. The answer is awaited 
in Warsaw, in Bucharest, and in Berlin. And those who 
have the luck to be under the protection of a liberal regime 
must bethink themselves before they offer a reply. 


The Choice 


The point here is not to calculate in percentages what 
part of Eretz Israel is being offered to us. We can all 
count. But our task is to forecast the answer which life 
will give to the two tests. Is it possible to do this, or is it 
not? I believe it is. I believe it is. I believe an answer 
can be given. Nay, more, I believe it must be given. The 
choice lies between a Jewish minority in the whole of Pales- 
tine or a compact Jewish State in a part. 

I now address myself to those with whom I have not al- 
ways been politically at one. I speak not as a Misrachi but 
as a deeply religious man, although not a strict observer of 
the religious ritual. I make a sharp distinction between the 
present realities and the Messianic hope, which is part of 
our very selves, a hope embedded in our traditions and 
sanctified by the martyrdom of thousands of years, a hope 
which the nation cannot forget without ceasing to be a 
nation. A time will come when there shall be neither 
enemies nor frontiers, when war shall be no more, and men 
will be secure in the dignity of man. Then Eretz Israel will 
be ours. 

I told the Commission: God has promised Eretz Israel to 
the Jews. This is our charter. But we are men of our own 
time, with limited horizons, heavily laden with responsi- 
bility towards the generations to come. I told the Royal 
Commission that the hopes of 6,000,000 Jews are centered 
on emigration. Then I was asked: “But can you bring 
6,000,000 to Palestine?” I replied: “No.” I am acquaint- 


B. Berl Katznelson 


r THIS troubled hour of responsibility there can be no 
question of opposition or loyalty to a government, of 
sympathy or antipathy, for every individual must account 
to himself for his decision. Many of us were enthusiastic 
when the idea of a Jewish state once more glimmered before 
us. But we cannot live on Messianic and sentimental 
feelings alone. Since the Balfour Declaration we have 
grown twenty years older, politically more mature and 
we possess something precious which we must be careful 
not to lose. We have achieved various values; we have 
rights; poor and miserable they are, to be sure, but they are 
rights. Therefore we must thoroughly consider what we 
are being given in reality. For we are surrendering some- 
thing. 

This statement of mine will perhaps seem strange. 
Some will say that the little we have no one will take 
from us. But it is not quite so simple. Values are not al- 
ways palpable.- A living man has not only today, but 
also to morrow, and does not want to renounce his to- 
morrow. A national movement like ours has no right 
to treat frivolously imponderable emotions, for these 
are often of great importance. Out of what forces 
did our movement arise? Out of concrete values which we 
possessed? Was our patriotism directed toward a land that 
we knew, toward a country in which we had lived? It was 
a patriotism based on a book, on the Bible, on history, on 
abstracts which in the course of centuries we had carried 
with us from place to place. These are the abstracts that 
have become a tremendously dynamic force for us. 


To mention only a few examples—Hebron, a poor ghetto 
that was destroyed in 1929, has for us Jews a mystical signi- 
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ed with the laws of physics and chemistry and I know the 
force of material factors. In our generation I divide the 
figure by three, and you can see in that the depth of the 
Jewish tragedy—two millions of youth, with their lives be- 
fore them, who have lost the most elementary of rights, the 
right to work.” 


“The Old Ones Will Pass...” 


The old ones will pass, they will bear their fate or they 
will not. They are dust, economic and moral dust in a 
cruel world. And again I thought of our tradition. What 
is tradition? It is telescoped memory. We remember. 
Thousands of years ago we heard the words of Isaiah and 
Jeremiah, and my words are but a weak echo of what was 
said by our Judees our Singers, and our Prophets. Two 
millions, and perhaps less; “‘Scheerith Hapleta”—only a 
branch shall survive. We have to accept it. The rest we 
must leave to the future, to our youth. If they feel and 
suffer as we do, they will find the way, ‘““Beacharith Hajam- 
im”—in the fullness of time. 

I say to my Orthodox friends: Bethink you on what 
ground you stand. Never in 2,000 years has the responsi- 
bility been so great as now. We have neither the wisdom 
nor the strength to bear the responsibility. But Fate has 
laid it upon us, and Fate does not disclose her secrets. We 
can only do the possible. If the proposal opens a way, then 
I, who for some forty years have done all that in me lies, 
who have given my all to the movement, then I shall say 
Yes, and I trust that you will do likewise. 

We shall request you, at one stage of our deliberations, 
to accept a resolution, authorizing the executive to negotiate 
a scheme which will meet the two tests. Then the executive 
will bring it back to you, and you will decide. I pray that 
sacred strength may be given to us all to find a way, and 
that, in advancing, we may preserve intact our national 
unity, for it is all we have. 

August 4, 1937 


Argues, No... 


ficance; but in the geographic Palestine that is proposed to 
us today no Hebron is to be found. In Judea there is an in- 
significant Arab village, Modiin—and this village is the 
lace of origin of the Hasmoneans. Modiin, too, is to be 
ost to us, as is Massada, our last battlefield in the war with 
Rome. It lies in the Judaean desert; it is not a place for 
colonization, but it is significant for the education of the 
Jewish people and for the unification of the Yishuv in 
Palestine. 

Other places in which we have invested much strength 
and energy are taken away from us. Ruhama in southern 
Palestine, A. D. Gordon’s Kvutza Kfar Uria, the Jewish 
workers’ colonies on the shore of the Dead Sea which grew 
up together with the works of the Potash Company. In the 
new geography of Palestine we must give up all these places 
of our pioneering and sacrifices. Ben-Gurion said before the 
Royal Commission: ‘The Bible is our mandate.” That is 
no phrase; that is a profound characterization of our rights. 
The mandate states that the historical connection of the 
Jews with Palestine applies to all Palestine and to Trans- 
jordan as well. The present proposals dissolve this histor- 
ical connection; our rights are limited to a fraction. 


In the relations of peoples to each other there are very 
frequently situations in which one must yield important 
things to get more important ones. But this must always be 
done as part of practical politics; one ought not to exchange 
one mysticism for another, ought not give up the mysticism 
of Eretz Israel for the mysticism of a Jewish state. In con- . 
sidering the problem of the Jewish state we must use the 
same practical, political points of reference as we use in 
considering Palestinian problems in general. A state of 
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this sort must have two things, above all: sovereignty and 
security. We must know what freedom and what indepen- 
dence we are being given to develop Eretz Israel. What 
sort of sovereignty are we being granted in Palestine? 
Some examples: there is a proposal in the Report for the 
control of the rights of minorities. I am the last to oppose 
the control on the rights of minorities, but I ask, what sort 
of control will there be in Palestine and who will exercise 
it? Will it be an international control ? 


The report suggests a provisional mandate for four cities 
which, according to the declaration of Ormsby-Gore, will 
have a limited duration. But it is not impossible that the 
mandate for Haifa will be permanent. What is left of our 
sovereignty when they bar to us forever perhaps the most 
important city in Palestine and the possibilities it has for 
us? The same is true of the Sea of Tiberias on the shores 
of which we have territory. This is also taken from us, and 
I do not think that they will ever return what once they 
take. In the territory that is to lie outside the Jewish 
Palestine there are also Jewish settlements; there is 
also the Sea of Jarmuk which can be of great importance for 
the irrigation of the region. And now there is to be created 
a special mandate for the Sea of Tiberias to protect its 
sacred localities. Whether it is really a question of sacred 
localities or of water is another question, but in any event it 
does not increase our sovereignty. 


Now on the question of security: Here too we must keep 
our eyes open. If the idea of partition had come as a 
result of agreement between Jews and Arabs I would have 
said that it really portended peace between the two peoples 
and perhaps it would be worth while to pay a high price for 
that.. But partition is not the result of an agreement be- 
tween Jews and Arabs; it is in the interests of the Eng- 
lish, forced upon that people which today regards itself as 
the ruling people in Palestine and believes that it can get 
even more by means of a second and a third pogrom. 
For this reason partition can by no means bring peace be- 
tween the two peoples in Palestine and no esoteric knowl- 
edge of strategy is necessary to understand such a prognosis. 

The president has solemnly declared that the proposal, as 
it is today, cannot be accepted by us: Weizmann said that in 
the name of the Congress and the movement. But I do not 
believe that under present conditions we can achieve any 
significant alterations. That is why I confine myself to an 
analysis of the proposal as we have it before us, and con- 
sider certain points which I think particularly important for 
our future political fate. First Jerusalem: I do not speak 
now of the old, holy Jerusalem, but of the profane, new, 
Jewish Jerusalem which we regard as our property and ours 
alone. If this Jerusalem is taken out #2 the Jewish state 
then the cause of the Jewish state is destroyed politically as 
well as culturally and psychologically. A small Jewish state 
with Jerusalem will be considered by the Jewish people as 
the beginning of redemption; a Jewish state without 
Jerusalem will be a body without a head. If Jerusalem be- 
longs to the Jewish state it will be a great, dynamic impulse 
for the Jews; men and means will pour in, cultural institu- 
tions will be built, Jerusalem will be the capital of Eretz 
Israel. Jerusalem outside the Jewish territory means not 
only the loss of 70,000 Jews and of great possibilities, but 
a danger for the Jewish Yishuv. Jerusalem will not be a 
no-man’s-land; it will belong to the English corridor, to the 
English state, but without a Balfour Declaration and with 
English as the official language. Such a Jerusalem will be- 
come the gathering place of anti-Jewish forces, for non- 
Jews and also for Jews. The forces of assimilation, of 
licentiousness, of rebellion against communal discipline, 
will concentrate there; the so-called aristocracy which thinks 
itself better than the people and will nat subordinate itself 
to the discipline of a small, democratic state will concentrate 
itself in Jerusalem; and all these forces will work together 
with our opponents as was the case in Hellenistic times— 
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these will be the forces which want to undermine Jewish 
national culture. (Applause) 

A few words on the corridor: An area of a million 
dunam in the middle of Eretz Israel, in the heart of the 
Jewish Yishuv, will be torn away from us forever and given 
over to a political power which will establish itself there 
and pursue its interests. The Balfour Declaration will have 
no validity there. But in the middle of this territory lie im- 
portant Jewish settlements like Ben Shemen, Hulda, Na- 
aneh, Artuf—which will lose their rights to a national 
Jewish school, which will have to adopt themselves to the 
ruling language and culture. And one thing more: It is 
very doubtful whether we will have the right to immigrate 
into the corridor and colonize there. 

I do not think that it will be easy to achieve great and 
important changes in the proposal that lies before us today. 
If it were easy we would have signs of it in the declarations 
of the government or during the discussions in parliament. 
Up to the present we have no definite declaration on Jeru- 
salem, Dagania, Naharaim, and other places important to 
us. And for this, they tell us, we ought to give up the 
ground on which we have been standing for years! 


To be sure, it was poor ground, it brought us much stress 
during the last twenty years, but on this same ground 
we have made substantial achievements. That is why we 
cannot give up frivolously. The politicians are certain 
that England cannot and will not keep the mandate 
longer. But if others wish to set fire to the mandate we 
must not stand aside and let it burn! 


I do not yet see a partition of Palestine in which there is 
a real Jewish state. We see, instead what the government 
has done and promises to do. We see that it has accepted 
both parts of the Commission’s report at the same time. 
With one hand it accepted the idea of the Jewish state, 
with the other all the unfavorable conditions. To 
what extent it will strive for the Jewish state I do not 
yet know, but I do note that it has accepted a limited sched- 
ule and has already given up the principle of the country’s 
economic pore | to assimilate as a measure of immigration. 

In the schedule of 1,000 Jews per month it has used 
political principles to determine the number of immigrants, 
and has based these on the psychological ability to assimil- 
ate. In this manner Jewish immigration becomes a matter 
of whim depending on the relationship between the British 
rulers and the Mufti. 

All English friends of the Arabs who were really more 
friends of England than of the Arabs, from Cust to Philby, 
have been friendly to the idea of partition in Palestine. 
There are certainly reasons for this. If Philby declares that 
23/24ths of the aspirations of the Arabs are satisfied today, 
he probably knows what he is saying. To be sure, I would 
not consider it an argument against the Jewish state if the 
Arabs agreed to partition—I would be happy if they did; 
the question is only, at whose expense? If they were satis- 
fied at the expense of a great imperialist state, that would be 
all right. But if England is freed of its international obli- 
gations entirely at our expense, then we must ourselves find 
the force and the courage to insist on our rights and de- 
mands and we must not let ourselves be dazzled by the so- 
called Jewish State. We have a great claim and must de- 
mand that it be satisfied. 

The report speaks also of a transition period. Do we - 
really know what this transition period will bring? Is there 
not a danger that during the transition period the Jewish 
state will be destroyed before we can start to build it? Is 
there not a danger that the transition period, in which there 
are to be negotiations, will last so long that we will become 
weak; that our work will disappear entirely? That is why 
I believe that the crux of the problem lies not in ideological 
discussion of a Jewish state and whethere it is worth our 
while to make sacrifices for a Jewish state, but rather in 
political defense of our present interests. If I had been 
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conducting the discussions I would have said: If there is 
an agreement to permit only 1,000 Jews to immigrate every 
month, I cannot discuss a Jewish state, for such an agree- 
ment destroys all the rights in the field of immigration 
—— have won in the course of many years. (Ap- 
plause 

We have a paper that is called a mandate. It is perhaps 
a useless, weak document with many defects, but if 
there were not this document known throughout the 
world and signed by every nation, they would not have 
talked with us so much and, during the events of 1936, 
would not have dealt so ceremoniously with us; Sir Arthur 
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Wauchope would not have had to bother about us so much. 
If there were not this document, perhaps there would not 
even have been any discussion of this weak little Jewish 
state. If we had given up this mandate as many friends, as 
the people of Brith Shalom—probably with the best inten- 
tions and for the sake of peace with the Arabs—advised us, 
then no one would have felt obliged to make these disad- 
vantageous proposals directly to us. That is why I am of 
the opinion that in our politics we have no right to let our- 
selves be deprived of the mandate, to let our rights which 
are of the greatest political importance to us be decreased. 
August 6, 1937 


IV; 
Congress and Agency Act 


A. Congress Rejects and Impowers Negotiations 


l. TEXT OF THE RESOLUTIONS 
ADOPTED AT THE TWENTIETH 
ZIONIST CONGRESS (August I 1, 1937) 


1. The twentieth Zionist Congress solemnly reaffirms 
the historic connection of the Jewish people with Palestine 
and its inalienable right to its homeland. 

2. The Congress takes note of the findings of the Pales- 
tine Royal Commission with regard to the following funda- 
mental matters— 

(a) That the primary purpose of the mandate, as 
expressed in its preamble and in its articles, is to promote 
the establishment of the Jewish national home. 

(b) That the field in which the Jewish national 
home was to be established was understood, at the time 
of the Balfour declaration, to be the whole of historic 
Palestine, including Transjordan. 

(c) That inherent in the Balfour Declaration was the 
possibility of the evolution of Palestine into a Jewish 
State. 

(d) That Jewish settlement in Palestine has con- 
ferred substantial benefits on the Arab population and 
has been to the economic advantage of the Arabs as a 
whole. 

3. The Congress rejects the assertion of the Palestine 
Royal Commission that the mandate has proved unwork- 
able, and demands its fulfilment. The congress directs the 
executive to resist any infringement of the rights of the 
Jewish people internationally guaranteed by the Balfour 
Declaration and the mandate. 

4. The Congress rejects the conclusion of the Royal 
Commission that the national aspirations of the Jewish 
ype and of the Arabs of Palestine are irreconcilable. 

he main obstacle to co-operation and mutual understand- 
ing between the two peoples has been the general uncer- 
tainty which, as stated in the report of the Royal Commis- 
sion, prevailed in regard to the ultimate intentions of the 
mandatory Government and the vacillating attitude of the 
Palestine Administration; these have engendered a lack of 
confidence in the determination and the ability of the 
Government to implement the mandate. 

The Congress reaffirms the declaration of previous Con- 
gtesses expressing the readiness of the Jewish people to 
reach a peaceful settlement with the Arabs of Palestine, 
based on the free development of both peoples and the 
mutual recognition of their respective rights. 

5. The Congress condemns the “palliative proposals” 
put forward by the Royal Commission as a policy for imple- 
menting the mandate, such as curtailment of immigration, 
fixing of a political high level in substitution for the prin- 





ciple of economic absorptive capacity, closing of certain 
parts of the country to Jewish settlement, limitations in the 
acquisition of land, &c. Those proposals are a travesty of 
the mandate and a violation of international pledges, and 
would prove destructive of the future of the national home. 

6. The Congress enters its strongest protest against the 
decision of H. M. Government to fix a political maximum 
for Jewish immigration of all categories for the next eight 
months, which is sweeping away the principle of economic 
absorptive capacity in violation of Jewish rights and of the 
undertakings repeatedly given in this regard by H. M. 
Government and confirmed by the League of Nations. 

7. The Congress declares that the scheme of partition 
put forward by the Royal Commission is unacceptable. 

8. The Congress empowers the executive to enter into 
negotiations with a view to ascertaining the precise terms of 
H. M. Government for the proposed establishment of a 
Jewish State. 

9. In such negotiations the executive shall not commit 
either itself or the Zionist organization, but in the event of 
the emergence of a definite scheme for the establishment of 
a Jewish State such scheme shall be brought before a newly 
elected Congress for consideration and decision. 


Jewish Agency Resolution 


IHE COUNCIL of the Jewish Agency takes note of the 
di. political resolution adopted by the Zionist Congress 
and expresses agreement with its main conclusions. The 
Councik rejects the assertion of the Royal Commission that 
the Palestine Mandate has proved unworkable. The Council 
directs the Executive to resist any infringement of the 
rights of the Jewish people internationally agreed upon in 
the Balfour Declaration and the Mandate. ; 

The Council condemns the palliative proposals put for- 
ward by the Royal Commission and its policy for imple- 
menting the Mandate which involves the arbitrary curtail- 
ment of Jewish immigration and the abandonment of the 
principle of economic absorptive capacity as a basis for 
immigration policy and the severe limitation of Jewish land 
settlement. 

The Council expresses the strongest opposition to the 
decision of the Government to fix a political high level for 
Jewish immigration in all categories for the next eight 
months, which it regards as a violation of Jewish immigra- 
tion rights and undertakings repeatedly given by the 
Government and confirmed by the League. 

The Council reaffirms the declarations made at previous 
sessions expressing readiness to reach a peaceful settlement 
with the Arabs on the basis of the free development of 
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both Jewish and Arabs peoples and the mutual recognition 
of their respective rights. 

The Council directs the Executive to persevere in its ef- 
forts toward this end, and with this object in view, requests 
the Government to convene a conference of Jews and Arabs 
for exploring the possibilities of making a peaceful settle- 
ment between Jews and Arabs in an undivided Palestine, 
on the basis of the Balfour Declaration and the Mandate. 

While regarding the scheme of partition put forward by 
the Royal Commission as unacceptable, the Council em- 
powers the Executive to enter negotiations to ascertain the 
_— terms proposed by the Government for the estab- 
ishment of a Jewish State. 

During such negotiations, the Executive shall not commit 
either itself or the Jewish Agency, but in the event of the 
emergence of a definite scheme for the establishment of a 
Jewish State, the scheme shall be brought before a special 
session of the Council for consideration and decision. 


¥. 
League Approves in Principle 


HE INEVITABLE antagonism between the two races’ 

aspirations was accentuated and exasperated by circum- 
stances which could not have been foreseen twenty years 
ago. Increasing anti-Semitism on the one hand, and grow- 
ing Arab national feeling on the other, combined to increase 
the difficulties in maintaining a balance in applying the 
mandate. At the same time a certain fluctuation in policy 
by the mandatory power tended to encourage the belief on 
the part of Arabs that violence could stop Jewish immigra- 
tion. Moreover the present mandate became almost un- 
workable when it was publicly declared to be so by the 
Royal Commission and the mandatory Government itself. 


’ 


THE PARTITION SCHEME 


The proposed boundaries of the Jewish State are drawn in 
heavy line. 
represents the Arab State. 
from Jerusalem to Jaffa is shown between lightly dotted 
lines. 
dots (each dot representing 10,000 inhabitants). 
of proposed Jewish State is 132 inhabitants per sq. km. as 
against 8 in the entire Arab State (separate figures being 63 
in Arab Palestine exclusive of Beersheba and Transjordan, 
5 in Bersheba and 3.5 in Transjordan). 
for the Jewish State (132) may be compared with that of 
Germany (118), Japan (178), Belgium (275) or England 
and Wales . 


The shaded-in and diagonally-crossed portion 
The British mandated corridor 


Average density is indicated on the map by heavy 
Density 


The density figure 


(267): 
From Palestine and Middle East Economic Magazine 


As regards the proposal to withdraw the holy places from 
the domination of Arabs and Jews and place them under a 
special regime the commission thinks such a step could not 
but be to the advantage of general peace. 

Any delimitation of new frontier . . . will come in con- 
flict with contradictory aspirations, and will involve in- 
dividual suffering, but it should be remembered that the 
Arabs’ and Jews’ collective sufferings are not comparable, 
since vast spaces in the Near East are open to the former, 
whereas the world is increasingly being closed to settlement 
by the latter. , 


While declaring itself favorable in principle to the exam- 
ination of the solution involving the partition of Palestine 
the commission does not thereby endorse the idea of the 
immediate creation of two new independent states . . . 

There should be a period of apprenticeship . . . which 
might be carried on in one or two forms: Firstly, provi- 
sional “‘cantonization” whereby the two States, while enjoy- 
ing a wide measure of internal autonomy and full power to 
regulate immigration, might be united under a mandatory 
power for matters of defense, foreign affairs, customs, etc., 
or secondly, a separate mandate for each until such time as 
each has given proof of the ability to govern itself. 

The commission concludes: 

As for the mandatory power itself, the concern with 
which it has, for nearly twenty years sought to appease the 
antagonistic feelings prevailing in Palestine must awaken in 
any man of good-will a degree of admiration... Let the 
Jews, who all too often and without justification show im- 
patience of delay and hesitation which the mandatory power 
felt compelled to bring to the building up of their national 
home, ask themselves whether there is any other nation in 
which they have been so little persecuted and to whom for 
generations past they owe as many benefits. Let the Arabs, 
whose opposition to what is nevertheless a measure of high- 
er justice which cannot be carried out without sacrifice from 
their side remember the origin of their national emancipa- 
tion. - Without the British effort certainly there would have 
been no Jewish national home, but also there would have 
been on the threshold of the twentieth century no indepen- 
dent Arab state. 


LEAGUE FOR LABOR PALESTINE 





SUMMER SCHOOL 


Night. 
The Summer School season of the 8 


the Hakshara prepared a Halutzim 


Greenberg, Bebe Idelson, Abraham G. 
Duker, Benjamin Itzkowitz, Alexander 
S. Kohanski, Leib Glantz, Raphael 





League was brought to a close on 
Labor Day week-end, at the Hechalutz 
Farm, in Cream Ridge, N. J. (Friday, 
September 3rd, to Tuesday, September 
7th). Bracha Zfirah and Nachum 
Nardi and Zvi Zeitlin, violinist, ap- 
peared in a concert of Palestinian and 
classical music on Saturday night of 
that week-end. The two days of Rosh 
Hashanah were spent in a traditional 
holiday atmosphere. The Halutzim of 


The League Summer School held at 
the Hechalutz Farm, extended from 
July 2nd to 25th, and subsequently on 
week-ends until Labor Day. 

A series of lectures embraced various 
phases of Jewish life in Palestine and 
in America. Over five hundred peo- 
ple, members of the League and of 
other organizations attended the ses- 
sions in the course of the summer. 
Among the lecturers were Hayim 





Margolin, Hans Nathan, Uri Zvi En- 
gelman, Isidor S. Meyer, Solomon 
Zemach, Jacob §S. Golub, Louis 
Kraft, Emanuel Gamoran, Benja- 
min Doeh, Abraham Ben Shalom, EI- 
sie Gliick, Louis Sobel, M. Feinstein, 
Shlomo Grodzensky, J. Shapiro and 
H. Spirer. Among the artists were 
Bracha Zfirah, Nachum Nardi, Zvi 
Zeitlin, Solomon Golub, Dorothy 
Wagner. 


sessions 
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The subject matter of the lectures 
covered the following topics: Jewish 
Title to Palestine, The Working Wo- 
man in Palestine, Jewish Economic 
Trends in Europe, Cosmopolitan The- 
ories of the Jewish Problem, Borochov, 
Political Situation in Europe, Cooper- 
ative Movement, Principles of Zion- 
ism, Zionist Classics, Parties in Zion- 
ism, Jewish Population in Palestine 
and Near East, Population in the Near 
East, New Jewish Music, Jews in the 
U. S. S. R., Jews in the Smaller States 
of Europe, The Jewish Family in Buf- 
falo, Nazi Pseudo-Science, Kaufman's 
Theory of Nationalism, Jewish Com- 
munity Organization, Jewish Educa- 
tion in America, Travelling in Pales- 
tine, Hashomer Hatzair, White-Collar 
Trade Unions, The Life and Works of 
J. Ch. Brenner, Jewish Economic Ad- 
justment, The Partition Plan. 

The Summer School has definitely 
established itself as a permanent an- 
nual institution of the League. In the 


‘future, similar summer schools will be 


developed in other parts of the coun- 
try. 
PROGRAM FOR NEXT YEAR 

The League chapters throughout the 
country are making preparations for 
the opening of the new season of acti- 
vities around the end of September. 
The program of activities, planned by 
the national cultural committee, in- 
cludes a series of open forums, 4 new 
quarterly publication which will be de- 
voted to League interests, study circles 
and seminars on the Histadrut, the 
Jewish Labor Movement, the Mandate 
and the League of Nations, and other 
topics of paramount interest. 


NEW PUBLICATIONS 

The League wiit publish this fall the 
following two books: (1) Selected 
works of A. D. Gordon in one vol- 
ume, translated into English by Dr. 
Frances Burnce and collaborators, with 
an introduction by Hayim Greenberg, 
and a biographical sketch by Dr. E. 
Silberschlag; (2) The Histadrut, its 
history, ideology and institutions, by 
Abraham Revusky, author of ‘Jews in 
Palestine”. Advance orders for these 
publications are accepted in the office 
of the League. 


MEMBERSHIP DRIVE 

The opening of the fall season will 
also mark the beginning of the 1937 
membership drive throughout the 
country. It will last from the middle 
of September to the end of November. 
The national office and the local chap- 
ters are making preparations for an in- 
tensive campaign. 


CONFERENCE OF HEBREW- 
SPEAKING CHAPTERS 


The Hebrew-speaking chapters of 
Greater New York will hold their Sec- 








ond Annual Conference on Sunday, 
October 3rd. Mr. E. M. Edelstein, 
Chairman of the Conference Commit- 
tee, and Miss Shoshannah Pollack, Sec- 
retary of the Hebrew-speaking Coun- 
cil, announce that an elaborate pro- 
gram is ‘in preparation for this Con- 
ference. 


ROSH HASHANAH GREETINGS 


The National officers and members 
of the Executive and Administrative 
Committees extend their best wishes 
for a Happy New Year to the entire 
membership of the League. Leshanah 
tovah tikatevu! 


CHICAGO COUNCIL 


Mrs. Claire Aronson, Executive Sec- 
retary of the Chicago Council, has re- 
cently resigned from her position and 
retired to private life. Mrs. Aronson, 
who had been secretary of the Council 
since its inception, has made a splen- 
did contribution toward the develop- 
ment of the League in Chicago. She 
devoted the best of her ability and en- 
ergy to the development of the Coun- 
cil. We hope that Mrs. Aronson will 
continue her interest in the League in 
her private capacity ... 
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ONE BLOGK FROM PENN STATION 


Banquet Halls, Meeting 


Rooms Available at Low- 
est Rentals in City. For 
Inspection and Rates, 
Consult Manager. 
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FASTEST GROWING! 


Anglo-Jewish Magazine in 
America is conceded to be 


JEWISH FRONTIER 


Alert advertisers in search 
of responsive audiences are 
rapidly discovering that fact 


MR. ADVERTISER! 
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Palestine House, Inc. 





Sole Importer for the United States 
of the 
Famous Carmel Brand Wines 


Bottled and Sealed in the Rothschild 
Cellars 


RISHON LE ZION PALESTINE 





Importers of the fine products of the 
following firms of Palestine: 


Palestine Chocolate & Sweets, 


“Elite”, Ltd. 
Palestine Fruit Products, “Assis”, Ltd. 
Palestine Oil Industry, 
“Shemen”, Ltd. 
Palestine Food, “Broka” Works 
Agricultural Cooperative Societies in 
Palestine, “Tenuva”™, Ltd. 
Palestine Metal Industry, 
“Palmi”, Ltd. 
Palestine Cosmetic Comp., 
“Taya”, Ltd. 


I. M. KOWALSKY 
10 WEST 28th ST. NEW YORK CITY 
Fe ee 











RESOLVE 


to make the New Year a 
healthy one by dining 
at the one and only 
strict 
Vegetarian Restaurant 
in midtown 
SCHILDKRAUT'S 


4 West 28th St. New York City 
Open till 9 P. M. 
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CRAWFORD 
CLOTHES 


Largest Clothing Chain 
In The East 


Extends To Its Many Patrons 
And Friends . . . 's 


A HAPPY AND 
PROSPEROUS 
NEW YEAR 














































Quality Food — Prompt Service 
Tel. OLinville 5-9592 


Schweller’s 


DELICATESSEN 
AND RESTAURANT 


3413 JEROME AVENUE 
BRONX, N. Y. 


Near BAR 
Mosholu Parkway WINES & LIQUORS 


Bammer 


JEWISH FRONTIER 








MUrray Hill 4-1953-1954 
HARVARD. 
STATIONERS 


i and PRINTERS 


1214 BROADWAY at 30th STREET 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 
"The Modern Store for the Smare Buyer" 














FIFTY YEARS OF PERFECT SERVICE 


EMPIRE 
TOWEL 
SUPPLY 
Co., Inc. 


231-233 TENTH AVENUE 
NEW YORK 
Tel. CHelsea 3-7698-7699 








A Happy and Prosperous 


- NEW YEAR Bs 


To All Readers of Jewish Frontier 


H. POLIACOFF’S 
STRICTLY »wv> KOSHER 
RESTAURANT 


we serve only the best. Catering 
for all social functions in 
private rooms 


121 West 45th St. New York 














First English Translation 
Selected Writings of 
Ber Borochov 
NATIONALISM 
and the 
CLASS STRUGGLE 
A Marxian Approach to the 
Jewish Problem 
Price $1.50 - 
Published by the 
Younc Poae Zion ALLIANCE 
1225 Broadway, N. Y. C. Room 704 


Please send me ‘Nationalism and the 
Class Struggle’, by Ber Borochov. En- 
closed you will find $1.50 plus 15 cents 
postage. 

Name 





Address 











Tel. SEdgwick 3-2494 


SAVOY MATTRESS 


L. FLEISFEDER 
SAVOY MATTRESS CO., Inc. 
Manufacturers of 
Mattresses, Box Springs 


2064 JEROME AVENUE BRONX, N. Y. 








Algonquin 4-8956 Orchard St. Branch 
Open Sundays 


Molly’s Corset Shop 
Corset Shops 
Ready Made and to Order 
Expert Corsetiers in Attendance 
239 EAST 14th STREET 
NEW YORE 


Branch Stores 


KLEMPNER & SHULMAN 
157 Orchard Street 


THELMA’S CORSET SHOPPE 
429 Sutter Avenue 


Opening Soon— 


A Mutual Savings Bank 
in the heart of 


YORKVILLE 


New Savings Bank Branch at 
Sist St. and First Ave., New 
York, to open about October 1st. 
One of New York’s oldest 
Mutual Savings Banks, estab- 
lished 1851. 

The Irving Savings Bank is the 
twelfth oldest Matual Savings 
Bank in New York City. It has 
NO stockholders and is con- 
ducted solely for the benefit of 
its depositors. 


IRVING SAVINGS 
BANK 


Member of Mutual Savings Banks Fund 


115 CHAMBERS STREET 
NEW YORK 
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TO FRONTIER READERS 
A Happy and Prosperous New Year 
Gramercy Park Pharmacy, Inc. 


Druggists and Chemists 
79 Irving Pl., Cor. 19th St., New York 
Phone ALgonquin 4-5073 





From a Bite to a Banquet 


JURIN'S —— 








Algonquin 4-9633-4 


LITT, CHINITZ & CO. 
Makers of 








SUPERCRAFT 
CLOTHES 





85 FIFTH AVENUE 
Cor. 6th Street 
NEW YORK 





ROUMANIAN 
RENDEZVOUS 


76 SECOND AVENUE 
Bet. 4th and Sth Sts. 
NEW YORK CITY 
DRydock 4-8779-0880 


International 
Entertainment 
and Concert 
Every Night 











Office Phone Meeting Rooms 
ORchard 4-0459 DRydock 4-' 


THE BEETHOVEN 


Exclusive Ballrooms 
Banquets, 
Weddings, Confirmations, Etc 
210-14 EAST FIFTH STREET 
NEW YORE 
NATHAN STOLLER, Caterer 














Mizrach 
Carmel 


“Palestine Wine at Its 
Best” 


Chosen by the most 
exacting for its 
rare good taste. 
Choice selection of 
imported and domes- 
tic wines, whiskies, 
cordials, slivovitz. 


M. HOROWITZ 


320 GRAND STREET 
NEW YORK 


DRydock 4-7999-4959 





CHickering 4-7967-8-9 
Metro 
Stationery & Printing Co. 
MANUFACTURING STATIONERS 
ani 
PRINTERS 
845 SIXTH AVENUE NEW YORK 
(Bet. 29th and 30th Sts.) 














CHickering 4-2877-2815 
All Makes of Typewriters and poe ee | 
Machines Sold, Rented and Repaire 


ATLAS TYPEWRITER 
COMPANY 
30 WEST 32nd STREET 
NEW YORK 


JEWISH TYPEWRITERS 
NORMAN GOLDIN 
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